
To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dan Colegrove[dan@goddardgunster.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 3/28/2017 1:13:14 AM 
Re: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Wonderful! I'm glad it worked out. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 27,2017, at 8:15PM, Dan Colegrove wrote: 

A belated thanks! We had a great meeting last Friday with Jane Nishida, Martin Dieu, Lisa 
Almodovar and Mandy. Mr. Helmer was very impressed and we hope it was a useful 
meeting. 

Best wishes and please let me know if I can ever be helpful to you and the EPA. 

Dan Colegrove 

Senior Advisor 
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From: Dravis, Samantha L=====~====~="'-'-J 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 2:30PM 
To: Dan Colegrove 
Subject: RE: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Dan: 

Try Michelle Hale and Sydney Hupp in scheduling. I have also sent them both a note to 
follow up with you. 

From: Dan Colegrove L!llillil!Di!filli~~Qill:s;lz~~~lffiJ 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 10:32 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: Re: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dixon, Todd[Todd.Dixon@btlaw.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 5/2/2017 5:23:38 PM 
RE: Catching up 

This would be in DC, or Indianapolis? 

From: Dixon, Todd [mailto:Todd.Dixon@btlaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 12:20 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Catching up 

Sammie, 

Apologies I didn't get this out to you yesterday. I hope all is going well in your part of the world. We are 
loving it up here in Michigan. 

As I mentioned, our firm is putting together an environmental policy event in mid-late May. They 
conduct similar events from time to time in the DC office, and attendance is generally around 30-40 folks. 

From my discussions with the folks in DC, they brought up your name and are willing to plan the next 
event around your schedule if you are able to attend and speak. I am not up to speed on the details (like 
specific topics, format, etc), but if you are interested I can put you in touch with the folks who are. 

Thanks! 

Todd 
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email and any attachments are for the exclusive 
and confidential use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon this 
message. If you have received this in error, please notify us immediately by 
return email and promptly delete this message and its attachments from your 
computer system. We do not waive attorney-client or work product privilege by 
the transmission of this message. 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008887-00002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

john.minge@bp.comUohn.minge@bp.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 3/20/2017 8:19:42 PM 
Thank You 

Mr. Minge, 

Thank you so much for coming to visit Administrator Pruitt today. We really enjoyed the 
conversation and look forward to seeing you again soon. By the way, Geoff Morrell is an 
excellent member of your team. 

Best, 

Samantha 

Samantha Dravis 

Senior Counsel I Associate Adminstrator for Policy 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Rizzo, James[JRizzo@nahb.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 3/27/2017 4:03:38 PM 
RE: Meeting at EPA- 3.29.17 

Thanks James --I will be in the meeting and will see you then. 

From: Rizzo, James [mailto:JRizzo@nahb.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 27,2017 11:57 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting at EPA- 3.29.17 

Hi Samantha: 

I hope you are settling in well in your new role. I wanted to let you know that NAHB's 
Senior Officers will be meeting with Admin. Pruitt on Wed., March 291

h at 3 p.m. I don't 
know if you would be sitting in on that meeting, but if not, we would be pleased to meet 
with you immediately thereafter if your schedule permits. Please give me your thoughts 
when you have a moment. 

Best regards, 

Jim 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Officer 
National Association of Home Builders 

15th Street, DC 
202.266.8345 

We Build Communities 

ED_ 001523 _ 00008890-00001 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Alex, 

adunn@ecos.org[adunn@ecos.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 5/2/2017 3:44:01 PM 
Time to chat today? 

Do you have some time for a brief phone call today? Let me know what might work. 

Best, 

Samantha 

Samantha Dravis 

Senior Counsell Associate Administrator for Policy 
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To: robert.stout@bp .com[ robert.stout@bp. com] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Mon 3/20/2017 8:14:22 PM 

Bob, 

Great seeing you. Thank you for coming by to see us! Look forward to being in touch soon. 

Best, 

Samantha 

Samantha Dravis 

Senior Counsel I Associate Adminstrator for Policy 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: Maciolek Natalie- Attorney[Natalie.Maciolek@kohler.com]; Bolen, 
Brittany[bolen .brittany@epa .gov] 
Cc: Robinson Buddy[Buddy.Robinson@kohler.com]; Kristine 
Heine[kheine@globalcommunicators.com] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Wed 5/17/2017 1:36:39 PM 
Subject: RE: Thank You 

Thank you Natalie. We appreciated the visit and we will let you know if we have any questions. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Maciolek Natalie -Attorney [mailto:Natalie.Maciolek@kohler.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 17,2017 7:11AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov> 
Cc: Robinson Buddy <Buddy.Robinson@kohler.com>; Kristine Heine 
<kheine@globalcommunicators.com> 
Subject: Thank You 

Samantha and Brittany, 

Thank you for meeting with us yesterday to discuss Kohler's concerns with the Clay MACT Rule. We 
know your time is in demand, and we appreciated the opportunity to discuss the history of our company's 
operations in the U.S. 

If you have any questions about the information we provided, please let us know. 

Best, 
Natalie 

Natalie Maciolek 
Lead Attorney 
Kohler Co. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

anne@iags.org[anne@iags.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 3/27/2017 2:40:06 PM 
RE: Marc Goldman followup 

Anne, I really apologize about the schedule. Please do send the memo and let's chat when you 
return. 

From: Anne Kerin [mailto:anne@iags.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 10:39 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Marc Goldman followup 

Samantha, 
I understood from Carolyn our meeting last week was cancelled and could not be rescheduled 
later that day or Friday. I am currently out of town and will be traveling non-stop for the next 
several weeks. To keep the ball rolling, I'll prep and send over a short memo on how fuel choice 
could add to the CAFE reform toolkit and dovetail with the President's goals on jobs, lifting of 
the regulatory burden, and energy security. 
best, Anne 

Subject: You 3:00pm meeting with Samantha has been cancel 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hilary Moffett[moffetth@api.org] 
Will Hupman[HupmanW@api.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 3/20/2017 4:52:35 PM 
RE: Point of Oblisgation Meeting 

Yes, let's get this calendared. Can you reach out to Mary Streett and include her as well? 

Thursday or Friday this week looks good for this. 

From: Hilary Moffett [mailto:moffetth@api.org] 
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2017 11:54 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Will Hupman <HupmanW@api.org> 
Subject: Point of Oblisgation Meeting 

Hi Samantha, 

I hope you had a great weekend. Wanted to reach out and see if you were free later this week for 
a brief meeting with Will and the rest of the API fuels team re: Point of Obligation. I know last 
week you said there were some numbers that were unclear, so they wanted to come in and show 
you exactly what we mean. Do you have any time? 

Also, I know the Administrator's Advance Team is working with Khary on Wednesday night, 
but if you think of anything else that you'd like prepared for him, please let me know! I hope to 
see you there! 

Thanks, 

Hilary 

Hilary Moffett 
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Director, Federal Relations 

American Petroleum Institute 

202-682-8040 (desk) 

612-710-8696 (cell) 

MoffettH@api.org 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008896-00002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dana O'Brien[dobrien@bio.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Wed 5/17/2017 1 :29:28 PM 
RE: BIO Food and Agriculture Comments to the EPA Docket 

Thank you, Dana. 

From: Dana O'Brien [mailto:dobrien@bio.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 17,2017 7:47AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: BIO Food and Agriculture Comments to the EPA Docket 

Samantha- I want to ensure you have a copy of Bio Food and Agriculture's comments to the EPA 
docket. Let me know if you have any questions or would like to talk more with our regulatory gurus. Dana. 

Dana M O'Brien 

Executive Vice President 1 Food & Agriculture 

810 11201 Maryland Ave SW Ste 900 1 Washington DC 120024 
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To: 
From: 

~;~~i~~.~:~~~~~:~;:~~~:~:~:~~~:~s~:::~~~~~~~L~!.I~~:~:¥.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:1 
Sent: Mon 3/27/2017 11:15:56 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Finding budget cuts to "pay for" OP in FY18 Budget 

Brittany: first most important task today is to review the budget guidance and review Shannon 
suggestions, and we need to get an email to Ryan ASAP this morning [:~~~i~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~!:~:~:~~J 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

1.-~~~i~~~a~~~:.~.c~~~~~~~~.e~~~~~-~.J 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Kenny, Shannon" 
Date: March 26, 2017 at 9:08:33 PM EDT 
To: "Dravis, Samantha" 
Subject: Finding budget cuts to "pay for" OP in FY18 Budget 

.. _.[_.9-~If~-~--r.~·!IY~--~--~~--r~~~~-~-~--~--~-P.-~fiY.It~"ii~!~~-~-~~--~--§~.-~.t 
I Deliberative Process Privilege/Ex. 5 1 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Shannon 

Sent from my iPad 
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To: 
Cc: 

Laura Kate Bender[Laura.Bender@lung.org]; Jackson, RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov] 
Dunham, Sarah[Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov] 

From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Tue 5/2/2017 11:55:18 AM 
Subject: RE: Comment for Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190 

Thank you, Laura Kate. 

From: Laura Kate Bender [ mailto:Laura.Bender@lung.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 5:53PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> 
Subject: Comment for Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190 

Attached please find additional comments from the American Lung Association for Docket ID 
No. EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190. Thank you. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Bryan, 

bryan .jacobs@bmwna .com[bryan .jacobs@bmwna .com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sat 3/18/2017 12:24:17 AM 
Thank You 

Very nice meeting you today and thank you for coming by to meet with Administrator Pruitt. 
Please let me know if we can ever be of assistance! Let's be in touch soon about some of the 

follow up items discussed. 

If you don't mind, it would also be great to get a copy of the photo of Administrator Pruitt and 
Mr. Kruger! 

Best, 

Samantha 

Samantha Dravis 

Senior Counsel I Associate Adminstrator for Policy 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202-816-9265 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Robinson Buddy[Buddy.Robinson@kohler.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Wed 5/17/2017 1:13:13 PM 
RE: Thank You 

Thank you, James. We will be in touch. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Robinson Buddy [mailto:Buddy.Robinson@kohler.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 9:10AM 
To: Maciolek Natalie- Attorney <Natalie.Maciolek@kohler.com>; Dravis, Samantha 
<dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kristine Heine <kheine@globalcommunicators.com> 
Subject: RE: Thank You 

Samantha and Brittany -

Thank you again. Kohler very much appreciates the opportunity to air our particular issues with you. 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. I would like to reiterate the open 
invitation you and your staff have to visit our locations to understand first hand our operations. 

Very warm regards, 

Buddy 

James M. (Buddy) Robinson IV 
Sr. Vice President- General Counsel, Corporate Secretary and Business Development Kohler Co. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Maciolek Natalie -Attorney 
Sent: Wednesday, May 17,2017 6:11AM 
To: dravis.samantha@epa.gov; bolen.brittany@epa.gov 
Cc: Robinson Buddy <Buddy.Robinson@kohler.com>; Kristine Heine 
<kheine@globalcommunicators.com> 
Subject: Thank You 

Samantha and Brittany, 

Thank you for meeting with us yesterday to discuss Kohler's concerns with the Clay MACT Rule. We 
know your time is in demand, and we appreciated the opportunity to discuss the history of our company's 
operations in the U.S. 

If you have any questions about the information we provided, please let us know. 

Best, 
Natalie 

Natalie Maciolek 
Lead Attorney 
Kohler Co. 
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To: McGuffey, Carroll Wade[mack.mcguffey@troutmansanders.com]; Gunasekara, 
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kelly, Kerry[KKelly5@wm.com] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Tue 5/2/2017 11 :54:35 AM 
Subject: RE: Follow Up 

Thank you. 

From: McGuffey, Carroll Wade [mailto:mack.mcguffey@troutmansanders.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 5:55PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Gunasekara, Mandy 
<Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kelly, Kerry <KKelly5@wm.com> 
Subject: RE: Follow Up 

Dear Samantha, Mandy, and Brittany, 

Thank you again for your continued interest in our concerns regarding the Section 111 
air rules for MSW landfills. As indicated previously, we are planning to raise our 
concerns in comments on EPA's evaluation of existing regulations per executive order 
13777. We plan to submit the comments to the docket by the deadline of May 15th, but 
we also thought you all might appreciate receiving a copy a bit earlier, given the time 
pressure I'm sure you are under with regard to these regulatory reform efforts. If you 
have questions, please don't hesitate to contact us at your convenience. 

TROUTMAN SANDERS 
Direct: 404.885.3698 Mobile: 770.402.0727 

TROUTMAN SANDERS 
Direct: 404.885.3698 Mobile: 770.402.0727 
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This e-mail message (and any attachments) from Troutman Sanders LLP may contain legally 
privileged and confidential information solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you 
received this message in error, please delete the message and notify the sender. Any 
unauthorized reading, distribution, copying, or other use of this message (and attachments) is 
strictly prohibited. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com[molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 3/17/2017 5:27:47 PM 
RE: Resending- EPA Request regarding Cholla 

Correct- sorry for the delay. 

From: molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com [mailto:molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 17, 2017 1:19PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Resending - EPA Request regarding Cholla 

Ah ha- it had to be resigned by Administrator Pruitt. I just learned that was done this week and 
its been resent to Register. Boy, these things which used to be easy .... 

Thanks for your help 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 17, 2017, at 11:45 AM, Dravis, Samantha wrote: 

I think it may have been a little late getting submitted over there. Let me check on this. 

From: 
~~====~==~======~ 

Sent: Friday, March 17, 2017 12:42 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: Re: Resending - EPA Request regarding Cholla 

Samantha, 

Any guess when this might hit the Register? 

Thanks, Molly 

Sent from my iPad 

On Mar 6, 2017, at 1:11 PM, Dravis, Samantha wrote: 

Ms. Cagle, 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008906-00001 



David Schnare sent me your note - I wanted to let you know that this has been sent to 
the Office of Federal Register today. Please let me know if you have any further 
questions. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From:~~==~~==~======~·~~==~~==~~==========~• 
Sent: Monday, March 6, 2017 12:07 PM 
To: Schnare, David 
Cc: 
~~~~==~~==~==~== 

Subject: Resending - EPA Request regarding Cholla 
Importance: High 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008906-00002 
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Molly Cagle 

Partner 

Baker Botts L.L.P. 

0 +1.512.322.2535 

M + 1.512.423.8552 

98 San Jacinto Blvd. #1500 

Austin, Texas 78701 

USA 
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<2017 0113 Cholla Final Action Fact Sheet.docx> 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hilary Moffett[moffetth@api.org]; Jackson, RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov] 
Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 5/1/2017 8:25:06 PM 
RE: Meeting Request 

Happy to meet, Hillary! I will have Robin find a mutually acceptable time. 

From: Hilary Moffett [mailto:moffetth@api.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 4:00PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kime, Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting Request 

Good Afternoon, 

I would like to request a meeting on May 16th at any time. We plan on submitting comments to 
EPA on May 15th regarding regulatory agenda items and would like to sit down with people 
involved in the process (Samantha, Ryan, etc.) to go through the list. Based upon what we plan 
on submitting, we believe a meeting would be helpful to ensure you have the best understanding 
of priorities and to discuss ways in which we can be helpful. 

Please let me know if you all have any availability on May 16. 

Thanks, 

Hilary 

Hilary Moffett 

Director, Federal Relations 

American Petroleum Institute 
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202-682-8040 (desk) 

612-710-8696 (cell) 

MoffettH@api.org 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com[molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 3/17/2017 4:45:15 PM 
RE: Resending- EPA Request regarding Cholla 

I think it may have been a little late getting submitted over there. Let me check on this. 

From: molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com [mailto:molly.cagle@bakerbotts.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 17, 2017 12:42 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Resending - EPA Request regarding Cholla 

Samantha, 

Any guess when this might hit the Register? 

Thanks, Molly 

Sent from my iPad 

On Mar 6, 2017, at 1:11 PM, Dravis, Samantha 

Ms. Cagle, 

wrote: 

David Schnare sent me your note - I wanted to let you know that this has been sent to the 
Office of Federal Register today. Please let me know if you have any further questions. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From:~~~~~~~~~nL~~==~~~~~==~====~J 
Sent: Monday, March 6, 2017 12:07 PM 
To: Schnare, David 
Cc: 
~~~~~~~~==~==~ 

Subject: Resending - EPA Request regarding Cholla 
Importance: High 
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Molly Cagle 

Partner 
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Baker Botts L.L.P. 

0 +1.512.322.2535 

M + 1.512.423.8552 

98 San Jacinto Blvd. #1500 

Austin, Texas 78701 

USA 
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To: cwoods@csg .org[ cwoods@csg .org] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Tue 5/16/2017 5:15:34 PM 
Subject: AAPCA Meeting 

Hi Clint, 

I am reaching out on behalf of Administrator Pruitt, who very much appreciates the invitation to 
attend AAPCA' s meeting in September in Raleigh. Unfortunately, the Administrator will be 
unable to attend because of a scheduling conflict. I wanted to reach out and see if you would be 
interested in having some staff attend your event? 

Thanks in advance -look forward to chatting with you soon. 

Best, 

Samantha 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Ike, 

I. J. (Ike) Scott, III[IScott@scottbridge.com] 
Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sun 3/26/2017 10:08:27 PM 
RE: Discussion with Mr. Ike Scott, President of Scott Bridge Co. 

It was so wonderful meeting you, too. Thanks again for coming by and I do look forward to continuing the 
conversation. Do you have some thoughts on permit streamlining that you could write up and send to us 
to read? 

Thanks again! 

Best, 
Samantha 

-----Original Message-----
From: I. J. (Ike) Scott, Ill [mailto:IScott@scottbridge.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 6:28 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Discussion with Mr. Ike Scott, President of Scott Bridge Co. 

Samantha: 

It was great to meet you today. Thanks so much for seeing me on short notice. I will follow up our 
conversation with a little more info that will better explain where I think I can help you tackle regulatory 
streamlining in practical ways. Also, to finish answering your question, Luther Strange and I have been 
friends for 20 years and I first met Kevin Turner, his Chief of Staff, when he worked with Luther in 
Alabama. 

Look forward to seeing you again soon. Please call, text, or email anytime! 

Ike Scott 
Pres., Scott Bridge Co. 
Opelika, AI. 
334-703-3000 

Sent from my iPad 

>On Mar 22, 2017, at 7:48AM, Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
>Of course! However, the meeting is just with me and not Scott Pruitt ... just making sure you knew that. 
> 
>Thanks! 
> 
>-----Original Message-----
> From: I. J. (Ike) Scott, Ill [mailto:IScott@scottbridge.com] 
>Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 6:07 PM 
> To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
> Cc: lnge, Carolyn <lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov> 
>Subject: Re: Discussion with Mr. Ike Scott, President of Scott Bridge Co. 
> 
>Thank you so much Samantha! My Daughter Amory who runs our Family Foundation and use to work 
for Sen Johnny Isakson is with me for "Foundations on the Hill" this week ....... can she attend with me? 
Kevin & Luther know her well. Ike 
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> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
>>On Mar 21, 2017, at 6:02PM, Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> wrote: 
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> Directions: Please use the William Jefferson Clinton North Entrance located on your right as you exit 
the Federal Triangle Metro Station. Please arrive 20 minutes prior to the meeting with photo IDs to clear 
Security. 
>> 
»EPA Contact: For an escort from Security to the meeting call (202) 564-4332; for all other matters call 
Robin Kime (202)564-6587. 
>> <meeting.ics> 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Riley Scott[ riley@scottconsu lting ks. com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 3/17/2017 2:53:13 PM 
RE: HollyFrontier Oil Refinery 

Thank you for the note, Riley! 

I look forward to seeing them. Let's catch up more when I can catch my breath. 

Best, 
Samantha 

-----Original Message-----
From: Riley Scott [mailto:riley@scottconsultingks.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 17,2017 10:34 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: HollyFrontier Oil Refinery 

Samantha-

I hope the new job is going well! 

A client of mine is coming in to see you next week. HollyFrontier is based in Dallas, but has oil refineries 
in five states. Their Kansas facility is located in ElDorado, just outside Wichita. They're a good group. 
Just wanted to make the connection for you. 

Hope you're enjoying the tournament-my Wildcats made it, so I'm pleased. 

If there's anything I can do for you, please let me know. 

Riley 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Greenhaus, Doug[DGREENHAUS@NADA.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 5/16/2017 4:02:35 PM 
RE: EER 

Thank you. 

From: Greenhaus, Doug [mailto:DGREENHAUS@NADA.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2017 11:52 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Rees, Sarah <rees.sarah@epa.gov> 
Subject: EER 

AA Dravis and Director Rees: 

Please find attached a copy of the comments NADA filed yesterday, w/attachments. I am also 
attaching a document on a related topic produced by the Caesar Rodney Institute. When and as 
appropriate, NADA will provide EPA with additional constructive suggestions for reducing 
regulatory costs and burdens without compromising the Agency's core missions. 

Thank you for the opportunity. 

Doug 
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0 703.821.7040 

f 703.448.5824 

8400 Drive 

VA 22102 
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To: Birsic, Michael J. (MPC)[mjbirsic@marathonpetroleum.com]; Gunasekara, 
Mandy[Gunasekara. Mandy@epa .gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Mon 5/1/2017 2:23:41 PM 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Marathon PC Connection 

I am available to meet on the 9th after 11am. Thanks! How much time do you think we will 
need? 

From: Birsic, Michael J. (MPC) [mailto:mjbirsic@marathonpetroleum.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 10:17 AM 
To: Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Marathon PC Connection 

From: Gunasekara, Mandy '-'-==~=-"'====~==="'-J 
Sent: Monday, May 01,2017 8:43AM 
To: Birsic, Michael J. (MPC) 
Cc: Dravis, Samantha 
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Subject: [EXTERNAL] Marathon PC Connection 

Mike, 

I want to connect you with Samantha Dravis (cc'd) who heads up our Office of Policy. She is 
interested in learning about MPCs operations, an overview of fuel logistics (i.e. Fred's briefing), 
an inside look at your HQ operations and getting the briefing you provided last week with 
particular emphasis on the RIN and RIN Value flow charts. Selfishly, I'd be interested in getting 
the fuels briefing again. 

Samantha, 

Mike is a good friend and one of the best lobbyists in town. He will set you up with whatever 
you need. 

Best, 
Mandy 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Black, Noel W.[NWBLACK@southernco.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 5/16/2017 2:31:41 PM 
RE: Courtesy Copy of Our Comments 

Thanks! We need to schedule a follow-up meeting. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Black, Noel W. [mailto:NWBLACK@southernco.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2017 8:30AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov> 
Subject: Courtesy Copy of Our Comments 

Good Morning, 

Wanted to provide you a courtesy copy of our comments. 

Thanks for the opportunity to submit. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Jerry J u ng {~~-:~-~-~~~-~~J.~~~-~~~-~~-~~-~.?.·~~~~~."L., 
B iII Sch uette[~.-~'5.~.~-~--~~~-~~=~~t~~:.-~.~~-~.:.~~--~ 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 5/1/2017 2:11:17 PM 
RE: Meeting with Administrator Pruitt 

Thank you for sharing this, Jerry. 

I will forward your note on to Sydney Hupp to find a time on the Administrator's calendar that 
week. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From: Jerry J ung r·-·E·~:-·s·-~-·0·~-ii"b~~~~i-~·~-·p·~~~~~~--·j 
Sent: Friday, Apri~-28~·-zuTr::r:uB·-pwr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Bill Schuette r·-·Ex·.-·s-·:·-D"el"iil.erative-·P-rocess·-·l 
Subject: Re: MeeHn·9-·wftll·Aa-n;-rr;-rstr.atoTPruftr' 

Greetings Ms. Dravis, 

Sorry to have missed you by phone. 

I reached out to Mr. Schuette to give me your contact information because I wanted to keep Mr. 
Pruitt's office in the loop regarding op eds in the Washington Times. The Times will be nmning 
a section on energy. When they have asked me to submit an op-ed on the topic of ethanol, they 
mentioned that they would also be publishing an op-ed from Mr. Pruitt. 

Attached is what I have submitted. I suspect that my views are in line with those of Mr. Pruitt, 
but I wanted to provide him an opportunity to comment on what I wrote. Any comments or 
suggestions that his office has would be welcome. 
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I will be in D.C. the week of May 15th. If Mr. Pruitt or you could carve out 15-20 minutes to 
meet with me, that would be wonderful. 

Have a nice weekend, 

Jerry Jung 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process ! 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
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To: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Personaf""E.mafii"E"x~·-s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

From: bravrs;-s-ami'Witfia-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 
Sent: Fri 3/17/2017 12:05:44 AM 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Kelly, Kerry[KKellyS@wm.com] 
Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sun 3/26/2017 1 :20:21 PM 
Re: Clean Air Act Rules for MSW Landfills 

Thank you so much, Kerry. Look forward to following up soon. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 24,2017, at 4:57PM, Kelly, Kerry 

Dear Samantha and Robin: 

wrote: 

I meant to copy you on this email I just sent to George and pressed send too quickly. The 
attached materials are a follow-up to a conference call the Landfill Sector had with him this 
Tuesday to discuss recently promulgated Clean Air Act rules. He mentioned his intent to 
brief you on all of this, but I wanted to keep you in the loop with all our correspondence. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call. 

I hope we will have the opportunity to meet soon. 

Warm regards, 

Kerry 

Senior Director, Federal Affairs 

701 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Ste 590 

Washington, DC 20004 
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202.639.1218 office 

571.377.9202 cell 

From: Kelly, Kerry 
Sent: Friday, March 24,2017 3:10PM 
To: Sugiyama, George 
Cc: Kelly, Kerry 
Subject: Clean Air Act Rules for MSW Landfills 

Dear George, 

We appreciated the opportunity to talk with you about our concerns with the revised New 
Source Performance Standards (new Subpart XXX) and Emission Guidelines (new Subpart 
Cf) for MSW Landfills, promulgated at the end of the Obama Administration as part of its 
Climate Action Plan. Although EPA determined that the "best system of emissions 
reduction" remained unchanged, the Agency significantly lowered the regulatory threshold 
at which controls must be installed for both new and existing sources based solely on 
estimated GHG benefits premised on the "Social Costs of Methane and Carbon." We 
believe these rules offer an ideal opportunity for EPA to meet President Trump's directives 
to reduce regulatory costs through needed rule revisions, and the potential to eliminate two 
regulations that could serve as an offset for any other EPA regulation. 

The attached document summarizes our concerns and our recommendation for an 
immediate administrative stay of the rules pursuant to CAA Section 307. We believe that 
this important interim step is the easiest way for the Agency to begin a reconsideration or 
rulemaking process to correct the rules' deficiencies, while also allowing the states to halt 
expending precious resources on developing implementation plans. It will also give the 
Agency time to consider and grant an administrative stay under APA Section 705, while 
completing a remedial rulemaking process. 

We believe time is of the essence. Already we are facing potential compliance risks 
associated with surprising regulatory interpretations of new Subpart XXX emerging from 
the Regions that are not based on regulatory text We hope the attached will provide you 
with the information you need to set up a meeting with Samantha Dravis, but please do not 
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hesitate to call if we can provide additional explanations. I will call you to follow up on 
this email. 

Warm regards, 

Kerry 

Senior Director, Federal Affairs 

701 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Ste 590 

Washington, DC 20004 

202.639.1218 office 

571.377.9202 cell 

is a good thing. Please recycle any emails. 

<Landfill Air Rules Summary.docx> 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Quin, 

Shea, Quin[QShea@eei.org] 
Trueheart, Cynthia[CTrueheart@eei.org]; Viator, Brad[BViator@eei.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 3/16/2017 5:48:05 PM 
RE: Good to see you! 

Thanks for the note! Happy to meet with you next week, and I'll get some dates from my 
assistant and get back to you. 

I will see if Ryan Jackson is available as well. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From: Shea, Quin [mailto:QShea@eei.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 12:58 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia <CTrueheart@eei.org>; Viator, Brad <BViator@eei.org> 
Subject: RE: Good to see you! 
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From: Dravis, Samantha ~==~=~~'-'===="J 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 12:14 PM 
To: Shea, Quin; Viator, Brad 
Subject: Good to see you! 

It was great seeing you both, Administrator Pruitt really enjoyed the visit. Let's find a time to 
meet next week? I will see if Ryan Jackson is able to join us, as well. 

Best, 

Samantha 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Thanks!! 

Hilary Moffett[moffetth@api.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sun 3/26/2017 12:52:57 PM 
Re: Request for comment extension 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 24, 2017, at 1:00PM, Hilary Moffett 

From: Howard Feldman 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 10:27 AM 

wrote: 

To: ~"-'==~;:;..=~~ ·QQ!~;tlJJIQITlliQ~rulQY, Ted Steichen; Mara E. Zimmerman; 

Subject: request for comment extension 

Steve, 

Please see the attached request for comment extension from API. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

Be well, 

Howard 
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<20170324 requestcommentextension NODA.pdf> 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dan, 

Dan Colegrove[dan@goddardgunster.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 3/16/2017 5:43:31 PM 
RE: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Thanks for reaching out! 

I have sent this on to the scheduling department and they will follow up soon. If you don't 
receive an answer on it, let me know. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From: Dan Colegrove [mailto:dan@goddardgunster.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 12:51 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Hi Samantha, 

Don't know if you remember me but we have met a few times when you were with RAGA. I 
worked with Altria and Kraft Foods in past lives. 

Now I am a DC based consultant who does a lot of work in the US and also with members of the 
UK and European Parliament (we were heavily involved in the successful Brexit campaign last 
year). 
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Roger Helmer, a British member of the European Parliament and the UKIP spokesperson on 
energy and industry is coming to Washington next week to speak at the Heartland Conference on 
climate and energy issues. He has some free time next Friday, March 24th and he was hoping 
there might be some availability for a meeting between him and the Secretary or perhaps 
yourself to discuss issues of common interest. 

Mr. Helmer is a big admirer of President Trump and a strong supporter of what Secretary Pruitt 
is trying to accomplish at the EPA. I think his background and expertise would make for a very 
productive meeting. Mr. Helmer's biography can be found 

I realize this is very short notice but I hope that the Secretary or someone on the senior staff 
might find time to meet with Roger Helmer, on Friday, March 24th. 

Thanks very much for your consideration of this request. I can be reached at this email address 
and on my cell phone, (202) 329- 6242. 

Dan Colegrove 

Senior Advisor 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Sechrist, Erica Ann[esechrist@orrick.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sun 3/26/2017 12:17:05 PM 
Re: Meeting request 

We have a big day Monday/Tuesday so it would have to be after that, probably Thursday. 

Sent from my iPhone 

>On Mar 24, 2017, at 4:18PM, Sechrist, Erica Ann <esechrist@orrick.com> wrote: 
> 
> Hi Samantha, 
> Paul Bailey with ACCCE was wondering if you have any time to meet next week. He's pretty open 
except Wednesday afternoon. 
> 
>Thanks, 
>Erica 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
> NOTICE TO RECIPIENT 1 This e-mail is meant for only the intended recipient of the transmission, and 
may be a communication privileged by law. If you received this e-mail in error, any review, use, 
dissemination, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of 
the error by return e-mail and please delete this message from your system. Thank you in advance for 
your cooperation. 
> 
>For more information about Orrick, please visit http://www.orrick.com<http://www.orrick.com/>. 
> 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

brittanybolen. r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Ex·:·s·~-Pers·o-nai·-Priva-cy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~\1 1 
Dravis , Saman-th-a·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Sat 3/25/2017 8:08:49 PM 
Re: 

Sorry meant section 2. 

Sent from my iPhone 

>On Mar 25, 2017, at 4:05PM, Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
>Section 1 is another big project for us. 
> 
><Energy Independence Policy- 0314 1400- Clean.docx> 
> 
> 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
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Cc: ~-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~i{:·~~-·:·~~-~.f~.~-~~J."J~r].y~~i.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.J Brown , 
Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov] 
To: Jackson, RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Sat 3/25/2017 8:08:12 PM 
Subject: EO report to OMB 

____ $bQ!JtG..w.~--g~_t_g_w._Q[Kio_qJJ.[Q!J.P_QQjo.Q..QoL~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~oitiiieiaiiv~~--Pro.cess._Privi"ie9e/E"x:·-s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 
L.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·_1?.~-~~-~~~~-~i~~--~!~~~~~--~!~Y~.~~.9.~'-~-~:--~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·JTTWEfs"lfifnT<rrl"~f"ine~·B"ritfan"Y~·Man·av·-·-· 

and Byron? Sarah Rees and her team can assist us? 

Sent from my iPhone 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Tampio, Christopher[tampioc@ada.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 3/24/2017 5:42:09 PM 
Re: EPA [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

We are holding on this at this time. 

On Mar 24, 2017, at 1:40 PM, Tampio, Christopher 

Christopher Tampio 

From: Dravis, Samantha L=~=::=-"~======~'-'-J 
Sent: Thursday, March 23,2017 9:28AM 
To: Tampio, Christopher 
Subject: EPA 

Chris, 
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~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Could you call me at: Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process : I have a work related question for you. Thanks! 
i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Samantha Dravis 

Senior Counsel I Associate Adminstrator for Policy 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Cc: ~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~-~~·.:.~~-~~~-~-~n~~-~-~-~Y.~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·.J 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Fri 3/24/2017 1 :42:15 PM 
Subject: Re: Hi David- I see this new title- can you confirm this? 

Please respond all and let him know the attendees will be me and Brittany Bolen. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 24,2017, at 9:22AM, Kime, Robin 

I wonder where he saw this title? 

From: Bromberg, Kevin L. L==~~=~=~==~J 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 9:21AM 
To: Kreutzer, David 
Cc: Kime, Robin 
Subject: Hi David - I see this new title - can you confirm this? 

wrote: 

David Kreutzer, who now serves as EPA deputy associate administrator for policy, economics and 
innovation 

My office director, Charley Maresca and I are meeting with Samantha 
on the 29th at 3 PM- should you be there too? Topic will be SBREFA 
panels and regulatory development and hard rock mining 

Kevin Bromberg 

Assistant Chief Counsel for Environmental Policy 

SBA II Office of Advocacy 

409 3rd St. SW, Washington, D.C. 20416 
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Bee: 
To: 
From: 
Sent: 

John, 

Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov] 
jwalke@nrdc.orgUwalke@nrdc.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 11/2/2017 4:18:57 PM 

I noticed your comments in Greenwire a few weeks back, and wondered if you or other colleagues would 
like to come in and meet with some of our policy team? We'd be happy to host you here. Let me know 
if this is of interest and I can work to set up a mutually acceptable time. 

Thank you! 

Best, 
Samantha 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Paul Balserak[pbalserak@steel.org] 
Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 3/16/2017 4:15:17 PM 
RE: Sector Performance Report 

Many thanks, Paul. 

From: Paul Balserak [mailto:pbalserak@steel.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 12:14 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kime, Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Sector Performance Report 

Hi Samantha, 

Tom Gibson asked me to follow-up with you regarding yesterday's meeting. Attached please 
find the 2008 Sector Performance Report that you all discussed. If you have any questions at all, 
don't hesitate to let me know. 

Best regards, 

Paul 

Paul Balserak 
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To: Craig Montesano[CMontesano@americanwaterways.com]; Bolen, 
Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]; Greenwalt, 
Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Wed 4/19/2017 4:41:02 PM 
Subject: RE: Puget Sound NDZ [WARNING: DKIM validation failed] 

Sure Craig! Happy to do so. How does Friday look on your end? 

From: Craig Montesano [ mailto:CMontesano@americanwaterways.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 10:14 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov>; 
Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov> 
Subject: Puget Sound NDZ [WARNING: DKIM validation failed] 
Importance: High 
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To: 
Cc: 

Messner, Kevin[KMessner@AHAM.org]; Jackson, RyanUackson.ryan@epa.gov] 
lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 

From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Wed 4/19/2017 4:38:39 PM 
Subject: RE: Meeting- Appliance Manufacturers [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Kevin, I am happy to meet about this issue. 

Carolyn, would you please find us a time on the appropriate day? 

From: Messner, Kevin [mailto:KMessner@AHAM.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 11:09 AM 
To: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Meeting - Appliance Manufacturers [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

From: Messner, Kevin 
Sent: Friday, April14, 2017 11:18 AM 
To: 'jackson.ryan@epa.gov' 'schwab.justin@epa.gov' 

Cc: 'scheduling@epa.gov' 
Subject: Meeting - Appliance Manufacturers 

I wanted to reach out to you and request a meeting to discuss key issues appliance manufacturers 
have with EPA, specifically ENERGY STAR and the refrigerant (SNAP) programs. We have 
CEOs and other senior executives from the entire industry meeting in DC for our Annual 
Meeting from April 29-May 2. It would be very helpful if we could discuss our issues with you 
before that. Any time from Tuesday, April25, to Friday, April28 would Please let me 
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know what I can do to help in this area. Thanks for considering this request. 

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this electronic message and any 
attachments to this message are intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s). If you are not the 
intended recipient, or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised 
you have received this message in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying 
is strictly prohibited. Please notify The Association of Home Appliance Manufacturers at (202) 872-5955 
or and destroy all copies of this message and any attachments. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Ta mpio, Christopher[tampioc@ada .org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 4/18/2017 2:47:24 PM 
RE: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Thanks Chris, I will pass this along and see if the Administrator's schedule will allow. 

From: Tampio, Christopher [mailto:tampioc@ada.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 10:47 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting Request [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Ms. Dravis, 

I would like to request a meeting with Administrator Pruitt with the President Elect of the American Dental 
Association, Dr. Joseph Crowley. 

Dr. Crowley will be in DC Friday, May 26 mid-morning or afternoon. Hopefully these times can fit into the 
Administrators busy schedule. Attending the meeting from the ADA with Dr. Crowley will be the SVP of 
Government affairs Michael Graham, Jerry Bowman and myself. 

Thank you for considering this meeting request. 

Chris 

Christopher Tampio 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Myron Ebeii[Myron.Ebell@cei.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 4/17/2017 6:25:52 PM 
RE: Some talking points on the Paris Climate Treaty 

Thank you Myron. I hope you are doing well and we can visit soon! 

From: Myron Ebell [mailto:Myron.Ebell@cei.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 2:17 PM 
To: Myron Ebell <Myron.Ebell@cei.org> 
Subject: FW: Some talking points on the Paris Climate Treaty 

Talking Points on the Paris Climate Treaty 

•Ccccccc President Trump campaigned on the promise to "cancel the 
Paris climate agreement and stop all payments of U.S. tax dollars to UN 
global warming programs." The agreement is designed to transfer wealth 
from the United States to developing countries, and would cost trillions of 
dollars to implement. 

•Ccccccc The Paris Agreement is an unfair deal that allows countries like 
China and India- which have far fewer environmental protections in place 
than does the U.S. -to continue to increase their greenhouse gas 
emissions, while we take very costly steps to dramatically decrease ours. 

•Ccccccc The promises made by the Obama administration in entering 
the agreement would cost American workers hundreds of thousands of 
jobs, and our economy hundreds of billions of dollars- harming America's 
competitiveness in the global marketplace, and handing an advantage to 
China and other nations. 
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o Because the Paris Agreement requires member countries to increase 
their emission reduction commitments every five years, staying in the 
agreement would mean even more harm to American workers, families, 
and the economy over time. 

o This stands in direct conflict with President Trump's plan to create 25 
million new American jobs, re-establishing the United States as a global 
leader in manufacturing and an engine of economic growth. 

•DDDDDDD Some argue that we should remain in the Paris Agreement to 
keep our "seat at the table." However, the fundamental goal of the Paris 
Agreement is to drive participating nations toward emissions reductions 
that are mathematically incompatible with economic growth. 

o Furthermore, remaining in the agreement and reducing our Nationally 
Determined Contribution (NDC) is inconsistent with the construct of the 
agreement itself. Provisions exist only for participating nations to 
strengthen their commitments, not weaken them. 

o Even providing for a rescission of our current NDC, continued U.S. 
participation in the agreement ensures a future administration will once 
again put forward unattainable, economically damaging NDCs. 

o It is also unrealistic to believe that the U.S. could extract concessions 
regarding the development and use of fossil fuels, particularly given the 
negative reaction by other members at the recent G7 Energy meeting to a 
proposal to include reference to fossil fuels in a joint statement of the G7 
nations. 
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•DDDDDDD In stark contrast to the previous administration, President Trump 
has made clear that his priorities include energy policies that maximize the 
use of America's vast untapped resources; environmental policies that 
focus on protecting and preserving our air, water, and wildlife; and 
regulatory policies that put Americans back to work, unleashing our 
nation's full economic potential. The Paris Climate Treaty stands as an 
obstacle to each of those goals. 

Myron Ebell 

Director, Center for Energy and Environment 

Competitive Enterprise Institute 

1310 L Street, N. W., Seventh Floor 

Washington, DC 20005, USA 

Tel direct: (202) 331-2256 

Tel mobile: (202) 320-6685 

Stop continental drift! 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Strobel, Kristin[KStrobel@bgrdc.com] 
Monroe, Loren[Loren_Monroe@BGRdc.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Mon 4/17/2017 12:50:39 PM 
RE: Request for Meeting-ISRI 

Thanks Kristin. What would be the subject of the meeting? 

From: Strobel, Kristin [mailto:KStrobel@bgrdc.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 7:47AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Monroe, Loren <Loren_ Monroe@BGRdc.com> 
Subject: Request for Meeting-ISRI 
Importance: High 

Samantha, 

I hope you had a wonderful Easter weekend with your family. 

Per our conversation last week, I would like to formally request a meeting with Administrator 
Pruitt and our client, the Institute of Scrap Recycling Industries (ISRI). 

The meeting will include: 

• Robin Weiner (ISRI) 
• Mark Reiter (ISRI) 
• Billy Johnson (ISRI) 
• Loren Monroe (BGR Group) 
• Kristin Strobel (BGR Group) 

If possible, we would request the meeting dates of May lOt\ 11th or 12th (specific times are 
whatever works best for the Administrator). 
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Please let me know if you need additional background information or details for the meeting. 

Thank you for your assistance, 

Kristin 

Kristin Strobel 
Director of State Affairs 

The Homer Building 
Eleventh Floor South 
601 Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Direct: (202) 661.6324 
Fax: (202) 833-9392 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Columbus, R. Timothy[tcolumbus@steptoe.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 4/13/2017 3:42:39 PM 
RE: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

I believe you sent this to the wrong person. 

Thanks 

From: Columbus, R. Timothy [mailto:tcolumbus@steptoe.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 11:42 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

From: Dravis, Samantha L!.!!..:~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Thursday, April13, 2017 11:39 AM 
To: Columbus, R. Timothy 
Cc: Irving, Verna; Kime, Robin 
Subject: RE: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

Timothy, 

Thank you for the meeting request. Robin will follow up soon to get something scheduled. 

Best, 

Samantha 
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To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Irving, Verna 
Subject: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

Dear Ms. Dravis, 

On behalf of our clients, the National Association of Convenience Stores (NACS) and the 
Society oflndependent Gasoline Marketers of America (SIGMA), I request the opportunity to meet with 
you, and anyone else you deem appropriate, to explain NACS' and SIGMA's adamant opposition to a 
change in the "point of obligation" within the RFS. The members of SIGMA and NACS represent over 
80% of the retail sales of motor fuels in the United States. It is their conviction that a change in the point 
of obligation, as requested by petitions currently before EPA, would generate significant anti-competitive 
consequences, dramatically increase the complexity of the program and its enforcement, and result in a 
reduction of the volumes of renewable fuels blended into the U.S. fuels markets. Moreover, they believe 
that a number of the factual assertions upon which petitioners have supported their request are 
demonstrably erroneous. Consequently, we believe it is important to meet with you as you go forward 
with your evaluation of this issue. 

Thank you for your courtesy. I can be reached at 202-429-6222 and look forward to 
hearing from you as soon as possible. 

All the best 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Timothy, 

Columbus, R. Timothy[tcolumbus@steptoe.com] 
Irving, Verna[lrving.Verna@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 4/13/2017 3:39:10 PM 
RE: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

Thank you for the meeting request. Robin will follow up soon to get something scheduled. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From: Columbus, R. Timothy [mailto:tcolumbus@steptoe.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 11:38 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Irving, Verna <lrving.Verna@epa.gov> 
Subject: Request for Meeting regarding "Obligated Party" 

Dear Ms. Dravis, 

On behalf of our clients, the National Association of Convenience Stores (NACS) and the 
Society oflndependent Gasoline Marketers of America (SIGMA), I request the opportunity to meet with 
you, and anyone else you deem appropriate, to explain NACS' and SIGMA's adamant opposition to a 
change in the "point of obligation" within the RFS. The members of SIGMA and NACS represent over 
80% of the retail sales of motor fuels in the United States. It is their conviction that a change in the point 
of obligation, as requested by petitions currently before EPA, would generate significant anti-competitive 
consequences, dramatically increase the complexity of the program and its enforcement, and result in a 
reduction of the volumes of renewable fuels blended into the U.S. fuels markets. Moreover, they believe 
that a number of the factual assertions upon which petitioners have supported their request are 
demonstrably erroneous. Consequently, we believe it is important to meet with you as you go forward 
with your evaluation of this issue. 

Thank you for your courtesy. I can be reached at 202-429-6222 and look forward to 
hearing from you as soon as possible. 
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All the best 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00008961-00002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Viator, Brad[BViator@eei.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 4/13/2017 1 :57:01 PM 
RE: Meeting today 

I will send someone down. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Viator, Brad [mailto:BViator@eei.org] 
Sent: Thursday, April13, 2017 9:56AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Meeting today 

We're here. And sent sent Carolyn lnge a note too. 

Thx. 

Brad Viator 
Edison Electric Institute 
202-257-5394 

Sent from my iPhone 
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To: Craig Glidden[craig.glidden@gm.com] 
Cc: 
From: 

Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 

Sent: Tue4/11/201710:55:11 PM 
Subject: RE: Joint Harmonization Petitions file with EPA and NHTSA 

Thank you, Craig to you and Mary for sharing your views on the issue. It was a pleasure to meet 
you today. We will follow up. 

Best, 

Samantha 

From: Craig Glidden [ mailto:craig.glidden@gm.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 6:20PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: Joint Harmonization Petitions file with EPA and NHTSA 

Samantha- It was a pleasure meeting you today during the discussion amongst Administrator 
Pruitt and members of the President Trump's Strategy & Policy Forum, including my boss, Mary 
Barra, Chairman and CEO of General Motors. During the conversation, Mary referred to the 
Joint Harmonization Petition which auto industry trade associations have filed with the EPA and 
NHTSA to correct inconsistencies and harmonize CAFE and GHG regulations. Attached is a 
copy of the petition filed on June 20,2016. In the petition, the automotive industry requested the 
agencies to act by direct final rule. EPA has not yet acted. NHTSA partially granted the 
petition, but chose to address the changes requested in the Petition in the course of rulemaking 
proceedings for setting future CAFE standards. We believe that the petition can be addressed by 
both agencies by direct final rule. Please let me know how I or any of my colleagues in the 
industry can assist in getting this Petition acted upon by the EPA. 

We are grateful for the opportunity to share our views with Administrator Pruitt and his staff and 
we look forward to working with you. Many thanks, Craig 
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Nothing in this message is intended to constitute an electronic signature unless a 
specific statement to the contrary is included in this message. 

Confidentiality Note: This message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is 
addressed. It may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, 
transmission, dissemination or other use, or taking of any action in reliance upon this 
message by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited and may 
be unlawful. If you received this message in error, please contact the sender and delete 
it from your computer. 
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To: Wayne H. Valis[wvalis@wvalisllc.com] 
Cc: bshipp@wvalisllc.com[bshipp@wvalisllc.com]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Tue 4/11/2017 5:38:36 PM 
Subject: RE: Invitation to Meet with the Members of the Trade Association Liaison Council, 
Manufacturing Action Council, and Regulatory Improvement Council 

Thank you Wayne, for the kind note and invitation. I would be delighted to meet. Robin Kime, 
copied here, will reach out and find the best time. 

Look forward to seeing you. 

Cheers, 

Samantha 

From: Wayne H. Valis [mailto:wvalis@wvalisllc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 11:39 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: 'Wayne Valis' <wvalis@wvalisllc.com>; bshipp@wvalisllc.com 
Subject: Invitation to Meet with the Members of the Trade Association Liaison Council, 
Manufacturing Action Council, and Regulatory Improvement Council 

Dear Ms. Dravis, 

Congratulations on your recent appointment to head the EPA's Office of Policy. EPA 
Administrator Pruitt has made a great choice, and my three coalitions of trade association leaders 
are eager to work with you in unwinding some of the regulatory overkill that handicaps 
American business and innovation. 

My own background stems from years of policy work, first as a Special Assistant to Presidents 
Nixon, Ford, and Reagan; and then from several decades of close working with the trade 
association community. My experience tells me that most business and corporate leaders are 
good actors who want to protect the health, safety, and resources of our citizens and country. The 
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trade associations of America want a sane regulatory environment that uses sound science and 
risk assessment to provide competitive job creation and a more productive U.S.A. 

Attached are mission statements and membership lists for the Trade Association Liaison Council 
(TALC); the Manufacturing Action Council (MAC); and the Regulatory Improvement Council 
(RIC). TALC was created early in the Reagan Administration to help with outreach between 
President Reagan and the business community. The RIC was created soon after to focus on 
sound regulatory policy, while the MAC came about during the 2000's to focus on helping 
American manufacturing companies. All three coalitions have worked actively with every 
Republican President since Reagan; we have also worked in good faith bipartisan fashion, across 
the aisle. 

Our coalitions wish to meet with you for a 45 minute session, where the trade association leaders 
could share their particular industries' regulatory concerns with you, and where you could share 
the Dravis-eye-view of where and how the EPA regulatory landscape may change over the next 
year and beyond. I believe a roundtable discussion with these leaders would be mutually 
beneficial to you, the trade associations, and to President Tmmp's regulatory agenda. Our groups 
have proven themselves in the past to be able advocates on Capitol Hill for previous Republican 
Administrations. 

Some proposed dates are: Weds., April24; Thursday, April27; Monday, May 1; Tuesday, May 
2; Wednesday, May 3; Thursday, May 4; Monday, May 8 or Tuesday, May 9th. If none of these 
dates work on your end, we would be happy to work with your scheduler to find dates in later 
May that are mutually convenient. 

Thank you, Samantha, for your cooperation. My coalitions, staff, and I look forward to working 
with you in the near future. 

With best regards, 

Wayne Valis 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Ta mpio, Christopher[tampioc@ada .org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue4/11/2017 5:35:11 PM 
RE: EPA [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

If you could please send me a formal request for the visit with Administrator Pruitt, ill send it 
along. 

I'll circle back on a meeting post-Easter. 

From: Tampio, Christopher [mailto:tampioc@ada.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 7:56AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: EPA [WARNING: SPF validation failed] 

Christopher Tampio 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Denise, 

Mundell, Denise R[DRMu ndell@berksh irehathawayenergyco. com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Tue 4/11/2017 5:34:35 PM 
RE: From Greg Abel 

The Chief of Staff for our Policy office will reach out and schedule a time. 

From: Mundell, Denise R [ mailto:DRMundell@berkshirehathawayenergyco.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 8:55AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 
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From: Mundell, Denise R 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 2:11 PM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 

From: Dravis, Samantha 1JI!!::!J.!!S[Q!J:!ILI~91I!9!l!lli!l~N.QQ:'!J 
Sent: Friday, April 07,2017 2:02PM 
To: Mundell, Denise R 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 

I meant that I would be happy to walk through these issues with Greg. If you all would like to 
submit a request for a meeting or time with Administrator Pruitt, that will need to go through 
formal scheduling channels. 

From: Mundell, Denise R l~=-'-'~~~====~=~==-'-=+~~~=="'-J 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 2:39PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 
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Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 1 :35 PM 
To: Mundell, Denise R; Pruitt, Scott 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 

Thank you. I am happy to set up a call with Greg to walk through these issues if he is inclined. 

From: Mundell, Denise R l~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~=J 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 12:29 PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott 
Cc: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: From Greg Abel 

Administrator Pruitt, 

On behalf of Greg Abel, please see attached. 

Thank you, 

Denise 
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To: i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J'-~~~?~~~~c~~~~lQ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Mon 4/10/2017 5:23:16 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Samantha will be at her photo today at 11:15 (instead of 11 :00) 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Vance, Eric" 
To: "Kime, Robin" 
"Dravis, Samantha" 
Cc: "Slatkin, Ron" 
Subject: RE: Samantha will be at her photo today at 11:15 (instead of 11:00) 

Hi Samantha, 

Thanks for coming up this morning. 

Here's your portrait in three sizes. 8xl0 makes good prints, 5x7 works well for publication 
and 2x3 should be reserved for web use. They will also be posted to Multimedia's Intranet 
site in the Official Portraits section, linked below. 

Kind regards, 

e 
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From: Kime, Robin 
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 10:44 AM 
To: Vance, Eric Inge, Carolyn 
Subject: RE: Samantha will be at her photo today at 11:15 (instead of 11 :00) 

Whew- thank you! 

From: Vance, Eric 
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 10:43 AM 
To: Kime, Robin Inge, Carolyn 
Subject: RE: Samantha will be at her photo today at 11:15 (instead of 11 :00) 

No problem Robin. 
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From: Kime, Robin 
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2017 10:42 AM 
To: Inge, Carolyn Vance, Eric 
Subject: Samantha will be at her photo today at 11:15 (instead of 11 :00) 

Hi 

I so hope 11: 15 can work. She has to take a call at 11:00 that shouldn't be more than 10 
munites. THANKS! 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Mundell, Denise R[DRMundell@berkshirehathawayenergyco.com] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 4/7/2017 7:02:16 PM 
RE: From Greg Abel 

I meant that I would be happy to walk through these issues with Greg. If you all would like to 
submit a request for a meeting or time with Administrator Pruitt, that will need to go through 
formal scheduling channels. 

From: Mundell, Denise R [ mailto:DRMundell@berkshirehathawayenergyco.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 2:39PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 

From: Dravis, Samantha '"'-'-"===.::..!==-'-'=="-'===="-J 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 1 :35 PM 
To: Mundell, Denise R; Pruitt, Scott 
Subject: RE: From Greg Abel 

Thank you. I am happy to set up a call with Greg to walk through these issues if he is inclined. 

From: Mundell, Denise R L===-'-'="'-====~~~c:=:==-'-=+~~~=="'-J 
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 12:29 PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott 
Cc: Dravis, Samantha 
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Subject: From Greg Abel 

Administrator Pruitt, 

On behalf of Greg Abel, please see attached. 

Thank you, 

Denise 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shea, Quin[QShea@eei.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Sat 6/17/2017 8:24:35 PM 
Re: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Quin you are most welcome. 

We should grab lunch the two of us soon! 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 16, 2017, at 6:48PM, Shea, Quin wrote: 

Samantha: Thanks for taking a few minutes to chat. The logistics (cell lines and poor 
connection) weren't optimal, so please know that we look forward to this important session, 
are sensitive to the demands on the Administrator's schedule, and appreciate both his invite 
and the efforts by you, Mandy and the rest of the team. We will be as helpful and 
responsive as possible on any topic that's on the Administrator's mind, period. Have a good 
weekend, and thanks again. Best, Quin 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jun 16, 2017, at 4:31 PM, Dravis, Samantha 

Tied up with the Administrator but will call as soon as I can 

From: Shea, Quin L~'!!U~~~~~~z:;;J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 4:29PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 9:02AM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha c====-'-"=="'-'""-=""'-===="-J 

Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:58AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Of course. I will give you a call today. What time works? 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:57AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin 

Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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From: Dravis, Samantha '"'-'-"='-'-=="'-'==-'-'=-"'"-'===~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 9:37AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Of course! That makes sense. 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 9:23AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: Re: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Correct. We want to meet with you and other staff members on the new team that you 
deem appropriate. Our group will be company environmental SVPs/VPs. It's our sense 
this meeting will set up a subsequent session between CEOs and the Administrator. 
Sound ok? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 5, 2017, at 9:13AM, Dravis, Samantha wrote: 

This is a request to meet with staff not the Administrator, correct? 
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Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 7:01PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia Dravis, Samantha 

Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
Importance: High 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :42 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Kime, Robin L~=~~'-'-'-'='-'-""===-::.J 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :29 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Hi 

4/13 at 10:00 or 11:00 may work if need be. 

From: Shea, Quin L===-'-===.;;,;;~='-""~ 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1: 15 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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From: Kime, Robin L~='""-"~~====~J 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :03 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Hi 

Samantha asked me to touch base to find some time to make this work. Friday 
4/14looks best for her. Would 10:00, 11:00 or 3:00 work? if not, we can propose 
other times/dates. Thanks very much and take care. 

Robin 

564-6587 

From: Shea, Quin L====-'-'"'-==~===-"-"'u 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:48AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00008972-00006 



From: Dravis, Samantha ~=~~~='-'-=-"===~"-'CJ 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 9:30AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Quin, I am glad to hear RJ is facilitating that meeting. Let's definitely set a 
meeting with me and some of my colleagues soon. Is there day next week that 
works well for you on that front? 

From: Shea, Quin L===-'-x..===~="-"'u 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:27AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 4:47PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha ,~~.:.==~==='.C!_' 
Cc: Hupp, Millan ''-===='-"==~' 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Samantha: Thanks again for efforts by you, Millan and others on the EPA 
team in arranging for Administrator Pruitt to address the EEl Board of 
Directors. The Administrator's remarks were extremely well received and 
provided ample food for thought going forward. In that vein, during the 
Q&A session the Administrator requested a list of current and pending 
milestones in cases impacting EEl's members. An initial list is attached. 
Importantly, it focuses on items that EEl has traditionally engaged and/or 
where industry unanimity has been established. Individual EEl member 
companies may supplement this list with additional priorities related to 
their local operations. 

I hope you find this note responsive to the Administrator's request. I will 
follow up with you relative to this and other matters we discussed at the 
EEl meeting. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shea, Quin[QShea@eei.org] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 6/16/2017 8:31:04 PM 
RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Tied up with the Administrator but will call as soon as I can 

From: Shea, Quin [mailto:QShea@eei.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 4:29PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kime, Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 9:02AM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha u==~==='-'~"-'===="-J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:58AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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Of course. I will give you a call today. What time works? 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:57AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha '-'-'-"='-'-=="'-'==-'-'=-"'"-'===~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 9:37AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Of course! That makes sense. 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 9:23AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: Re: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008973-00002 



Correct. We want to meet with you and other staff members on the new team that you deem 
appropriate. Our group will be company environmental SVPs/VPs. It's our sense this meeting 
will set up a subsequent session between CEOs and the Administrator. Sound ok? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 5, 2017, at 9:13AM, Dravis, Samantha 

This is a request to meet with staff not the Administrator, correct? 

From: Shea, Quin l~~~~~==~~J 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 7:01PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia Dravis, Samantha 

Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
Importance: High 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

wrote: 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :42 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Kime, Robin L~=~~~=~==~j 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :29 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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Hi 

4/13 at 10:00 or 11:00 may work if need be. 

From: Shea, Quin L===~~=~==-'-oJ 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1: 15 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Kime, Robin L~='""-"~~====~J 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :03 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Hi 

Samantha asked me to touch base to find some time to make this work. Friday 4/14 looks 
best for her. Would 10:00, 11:00 or 3:00 work? if not, we can propose other times/dates. 
Thanks very much and take care. 

Robin 
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564-6587 

From: Shea, Quin L====-'-'"'-=="'===.::;J 

Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:48AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha ~===-c::=~~===~j 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 9:30AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Quin, I am glad to hear RJ is facilitating that meeting. Let's definitely set a meeting with 
me and some of my colleagues soon. Is there day next week that works well for you on that 
front? 

From: Shea, Quin L===~~~=~~.::;J 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:27AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 4:47PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha ,~~-=-=~===='.C!.' 
Cc: Hupp, Millan ''-=~=====~, 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Samantha: Thanks again for efforts by you, Millan and others on the EPA team in 
arranging for Administrator Pruitt to address the EEl Board of Directors. The 
Administrator's remarks were extremely well received and provided ample food for 
thought going forward. In that vein, during the Q&A session the Administrator 
requested a list of current and pending milestones in cases impacting EEl's 
members. An initial list is attached. Importantly, it focuses on items that EEl has 
traditionally engaged and/or where industry unanimity has been established. 
Individual EEl member companies may supplement this list with additional priorities 
related to their local operations. 

I hope you find this note responsive to the Administrator's request. I will follow up 
with you relative to this and other matters we discussed at the EEl meeting. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Shea, Quin[QShea@eei.org] 
Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 6/16/2017 8:30:54 PM 
RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Hey, I am so sorry. I will call your cell. 

From: Shea, Quin [mailto:QShea@eei.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 4:29PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kime, Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 9:02AM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha u==~==='-'~"-'===="-J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:58AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
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Of course. I will give you a call today. What time works? 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 8:57AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin Steckelberg, Kathy 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha '-'-'-"='-'-=="'-'==-'-'=-"'"-'===~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 9:37AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Kime, Robin; Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Of course! That makes sense. 

From: Shea, Quin L~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, AprilS, 2017 9:23AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Kime, Robin Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: Re: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00008974-00002 



Correct. We want to meet with you and other staff members on the new team that you deem 
appropriate. Our group will be company environmental SVPs/VPs. It's our sense this meeting 
will set up a subsequent session between CEOs and the Administrator. Sound ok? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Apr 5, 2017, at 9:13AM, Dravis, Samantha 

This is a request to meet with staff not the Administrator, correct? 

From: Shea, Quin l~~~~~==~~J 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 7:01PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia Dravis, Samantha 

Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 
Importance: High 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

wrote: 
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From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :42 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Kime, Robin L~=~~~=~==~j 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :29 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00008974-00004 



Hi 

4/13 at 10:00 or 11:00 may work if need be. 

From: Shea, Quin L===~~=~==-'-oJ 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1: 15 PM 
To: Kime, Robin 
Cc: Trueheart, Cynthia 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Kime, Robin L~='""-"~~====~J 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 1 :03 PM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Hi 

Samantha asked me to touch base to find some time to make this work. Friday 4/14 looks 
best for her. Would 10:00, 11:00 or 3:00 work? if not, we can propose other times/dates. 
Thanks very much and take care. 

Robin 
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564-6587 

From: Shea, Quin L====-'-'"'-=="'===.::;J 

Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:48AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

From: Dravis, Samantha ~===-c::=~~===~j 
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 9:30AM 
To: Shea, Quin 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Quin, I am glad to hear RJ is facilitating that meeting. Let's definitely set a meeting with 
me and some of my colleagues soon. Is there day next week that works well for you on that 
front? 

From: Shea, Quin L===~~~=~~.::;J 
Sent: Tuesday, April4, 2017 9:27AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: RE: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00008974-00006 



From: Shea, Quin 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 4:47PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha ,~~-=-=~===='.C!.' 
Cc: Hupp, Millan ''-=~=====~, 
Subject: Following Up on EEl Board Meeting 

Samantha: Thanks again for efforts by you, Millan and others on the EPA team in 
arranging for Administrator Pruitt to address the EEl Board of Directors. The 
Administrator's remarks were extremely well received and provided ample food for 
thought going forward. In that vein, during the Q&A session the Administrator 
requested a list of current and pending milestones in cases impacting EEl's 
members. An initial list is attached. Importantly, it focuses on items that EEl has 
traditionally engaged and/or where industry unanimity has been established. 
Individual EEl member companies may supplement this list with additional priorities 
related to their local operations. 

I hope you find this note responsive to the Administrator's request. I will follow up 
with you relative to this and other matters we discussed at the EEl meeting. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Clint Woods[cwoods@csg.org] 
Bolen, Brittany[bolen .brittany@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 6/16/2017 8:11:09 PM 
RE: AAPCA Meeting 

Hi Clint! Good to hear from you. I would definitely be interested in seeing who you are hoping 
to invite from EPA HQ and the regions and having a chance to weigh in on that. From our 
office, I think Mandy Gunasekara, Brittany Bolen (whom you know well) and myself would 
have an interest in attending. 

Look forward to talking soon. 

Samantha 

From: Clint Woods [ mailto:cwoods@csg.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 11:28 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: AAPCA Meeting 
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From: Clint Woods 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2017 2:09PM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Subject: RE: AAPCA Meeting 
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From: Dravis, Samantha ~===.:_:=="'-'=='-===~'-J 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2017 1:16 PM 
To: Clint Woods 
Subject: AAPCA Meeting 

Hi Clint, 

I am reaching out on behalf of Administrator Pruitt, who very much appreciates the invitation to 
attend AAPCA' s meeting in September in Raleigh. Unfortunately, the Administrator will be 
unable to attend because of a scheduling conflict. I wanted to reach out and see if you would be 
interested in having some staff attend your event? 

Thanks in advance -look forward to chatting with you soon. 
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Best, 

Samantha 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Kilbert, Kenneth 
Mon 6/12/2017 2:25:03 PM 

Subject: Great Lakes Water Conference, Nov. 3, 2017 in Toledo, OH --Invitation To Speak 

Dear Ms. Dravis: 

The University of Toledo College of Law and its affiliated Legal Institute of the 
Great Lakes are holding their 171

h annual Great Lakes Water Conference on Friday, 
November 3, 2017 at the University of Toledo College of Law. I am writing to invite you 
to speak on a panel at this year's conference. 

The working title for this year's conference is "The Trump and Trudeau 
Administrations on Water." As Associate Administrator leading the Office of Policy in 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, you seem to be an ideal person to talk about 
the new administration's accomplishments and plans regarding our nation's water 
resources, including the Great Lakes. The composition of the conference panels is still 
a work in progress, but you should anticipate speaking for about 25 minutes and then 
participating in a brief question-and-answer session with the audience. 

The annual Great Lakes Water Conference addresses legal and policy issues 
important to the Great Lakes region, provides continuing legal education, and typically 
attracts media coverage and more than 200 attendees, including representatives from 
government, non-governmental organizations, business, academia, law and the 
community. It is widely regarded as the leading annual conference in the region 
focusing on environmental and water law and policy. Brochures and information about 
past Great Lakes Water Conferences can be seen at 

Kindly let me know soon whether you are willing and able to speak at the 
conference. We can reimburse reasonable travel expenses for speakers. If you have 
any questions or desire additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
Thank you for your consideration, and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Liz Roche 
Mon 6/5/2017 5:16:19 PM 
RE: Invitation: Energy Dinner & Discussion 1 Wednesday, June 28 

Samantha- Hope you had a great weekend. Just following up to gauge your availability and 
interest in attending later this month. 

Best, 

Liz 

From: Liz Roche 
Sent: Thursday, June 1, 2017 5:02PM 
To: 'dravis.samantha@epa.gov' <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Invitation: Energy Dinner & Discussion I Wednesday, June 28 

Samantha- Wanted to circle back on my email below regarding a dinner and discussion on June 
28. Discussion will focus on issues shaping our energy future (i.e., comprehensive tax reform, 
investment in energy infrastructure, reliability and security of the grid, etc.). 

Let me know if you're interested in attending. 

Thanks, 

Liz 

From: Liz Roche 
Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 11:18 AM 
To: 'dravis.samantha@epa.gov' 
Subject: Invitation: Energy Dinner & Discussion I Wednesday, June 28 
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Hi Samantha-

Hope you're doing well and had a great holiday weekend. I wanted to reach out and invite you to 
the next energy dinner and discussion on Wednesday, June 28 from 6:30-8:30 p.m. 

The dinner will bring together Hill, industry and media influencers to discuss issues shaping our 
energy future (i.e., comprehensive tax reform, investment in energy infrastructure, 
reliability and security ofthe grid, etc.), including what's next on the policy agenda. 

This seated dinner is 100 percent off-the-record and serves as a catalyst for future discussions
connecting the right people to move our energy policy forward. We've also worked with 
Lavagna to offer a family-style menu so that each person's bill will not exceed $50 (including 
food, drinks, tax, tip, etc). 

For your convenience, below are additional details about the time and location. 

Best, 

Liz 

0: 202 706-7816 C: 256-466-5285 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
A.J. Ferate 
Mon 6/5/2017 4:53:00 PM 
American Foundry Society June 21st 

Samantha: 

I hope all is well; I wanted to see if you or Nancy might be available to speak to the 
American Foundry Society meeting on the morning of June 21st there in DC? Ideally the 
speech would be a high-level EPA update at a 7:30 breakfast but if that is too early we 
can make other arrangements. 

Please let me know if this works and I will provide additional information to you. 

With appreciation, A.J. Ferate 

Anthony J. "A.J." Ferate, JD 
(202) 486.7211 (cell) 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008978-00001 



To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; PolicyOffice[PolicyOffice@epa.gov] 
Cc: 'Osha Meserve'[osha@semlawyers.com]; 'Horowitz, Cara'[HOROWITZ@Iaw.ucla.edu]; 'Aiisha 
Wi nterswyk'[Aiisha. Winterswyk@bbklaw. com] 
From: Waterman, Ryan R. 
Sent: Tue 5/30/2017 1 0:41 :44 PM 
Subject: Invitation to speak at the Environmental Law Conference at Yosemite, Oct. 20-22, 2017 

Dear Associate Administrator Dravis, 

Attached please find our invitation to be a Plenary Speaker at the annual Environmental 
Law Conference at Yosemite, at the Tenaya Lodge, near the southern entrance to 
Yosemite National Park. We can arrange to hold the plenary session on any of the three 
mornings of the conference-Friday, Saturday, or Sunday, October 20- 22, 2017-to 
best meet your schedule. 

We very much hope that you will be able to attend as a Plenary Speaker! 

Best regards, 

Ryan R. Waterman 

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this 
email message is attorney privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual 
or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any dissemination, distribution or copy of this email is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by calling (303)-223-1300 and 
delete the message. Thank you. 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00008979-00001 



May 30,2017 

VIA U.S. MAIL AND ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Ms. Samantha Dravis, Associate Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
USEP A Headquarters 
William Jefferson Clinton Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., MC 1804A 
Washington, DC 20460 

Re: Speaking Invitation for the Yosemite Environmental Law Conference 
October 20 - 22, 2017 

Dear Associate Administrator Dravis: 

On behalf of the Environmental Law Section of the California State Bar, we are writing to invite 
you to participate as a Plenary Speaker at the annual Environmental Law Conference at 
Yosemite, to be held this coming October at the Tenaya Lodge, near the southern entrance to 
Yosemite National Park. 

As you may know, this conference is a valued tradition among environmental attorneys in 
California, and has received national recognition. Each year, the conference draws over five
hundred attorneys practicing in environmental law from a broad spectrum, representing the 
largest gathering of private, public, and non-profit environmental attorneys nationwide. We are 
fortunate to hear from numerous illustrious speakers every year, including leading officials in 
federal and state government and the judiciary. To give you a sense of the scale and breadth of 
the conference, I've attached last year's brochure. 

Each day of the conference, we invite a Plenary Speaker to address the conference attendees as a 
whole. The Plenary speech would be at 8:00am for approximately 45 minutes, followed by 15 
minutes of Q&A from the conference attendees. We know that the conference attendees will be 
broadly interested in what you have to say, and we would be honored if you would participate. 

We can arrange to hold the plenary session on any of the three mornings of the conference 
(Friday, Saturday, or Sunday, October 20-22, 2017) for your convenience. 

099999\2041115711207.1 
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Ms. Samantha Dravis, Associate Administrator 
May 30,2017 
Page 2 

If you have any questions about this invitation, please feel free to contact Ryan Waterman at 
619.702.7569, or ~::Z:~~'1Y'=~==~· 

We would appreciate a response by June 5, 2017, and I will check back with you at that time. We 
hope you will be able to join us! 

Very truly yours, 

Osha R. Meserve Ryan R. Waterman 
Chair, Executive Committee 
Environmental Law Section 
State Bar of California 

Member, Executive Committee; Conference Co-Chair 
Environmental Law Section 
State Bar of California 

cc: Cara Horowitz 
'=~======~/ 

University of California, Los Angeles School of Law 
Member, Executive Committee; Conference Co-Chair 
State Bar of California 

Alisha Winterswyk '"'-'-==:_~=~:.:_J_===~=c::=/ 
Best, Best & Krieger LLP 
Member, Executive Committee; Conference Co-Chair 
State Bar of California 

099999\2041115711207.1 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Liz Roche 
Tue 5/30/2017 3:18:30 PM 
Invitation: Energy Dinner & Discussion 1 Wednesday, June 28 

Hi Samantha-

Hope you're doing well and had a great holiday weekend. I wanted to reach out and invite you to 
the next energy dinner and discussion on Wednesday, June 28 from 6:30-8:30 p.m. 

The dinner will bring together Hill, industry and media influencers to discuss issues shaping our 
energy future (i.e., comprehensive tax reform, investment in energy infrastructure, 
reliability and security ofthe grid, etc.), including what's next on the policy agenda. 

This seated dinner is 100 percent off-the-record and serves as a catalyst for future discussions
connecting the right people to move our energy policy forward. We've also worked with 
Lavagna to offer a family-style menu so that each person's bill will not exceed $50 (including 
food, drinks, tax, tip, etc). 

For your convenience, below are additional details about the time and location. 

Best, 

Liz 

0: 202 706-7816 C: 256-466-5285 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Monroe, Loren[Loren_Monroe@BGRdc.com] 
Strobel, Kristin 
Mon 5/1/2017 3:30:10 PM 
RE: Request for Meeting-ISRI 

Samantha, 

Happy Monday! I hope you had a good weekend. I wanted to circle back on the request below. 
Please let me know if you have any updates from the scheduling team. 

Thanks again, 

Kristin 

Kristin Strobel 
Director of State Affairs 

The Homer Building 
Eleventh Floor South 
601 Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Direct: (202) 661.6324 
Fax: (202) 833-9392 

From: Dravis, Samantha [mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, April24, 2017 11:01 AM 
To: Strobel, Kristin <KStrobel@bgrdc.com> 
Subject: RE: Request for Meeting-ISRI 
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Hi Kristin, 

I have sent this on to Administrator Pruitt's scheduling team, and I will follow up with them. 

From: Strobel, Kristin L=====~·=="'··~;;c=<;===-=~ 
Sent: Monday, April24, 2017 10:20 AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Subject: Request for Meeting-ISRI 
Importance: High 

Sam, 

Hope all is well. I just gave you a call, but your voicemail is full®. I know things are super busy 
on your end, but please let me know if you have any updates on the request below. 

Have a great Monday, 

Kristin 

Kristin Strobel 
Director of State Affairs 

The Homer Building 
Eleventh Floor South 
601 Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Direct: (202) 661.6324 
Fax: (202) 833-9392 
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From: Strobel, Kristin 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 2:57PM 
To: 'Dravis, Samantha' 
Cc: Monroe, Loren 
Subject: RE: Request for Meeting-ISRI 
Importance: High 

Thanks. Samantha. 

The primary purpose of the meeting is to introduce the leadership of The Institute of 
Scrap Recycling Industries, Inc. (/SRI) which represents approximately 1,300 
companies in 21 chapters in the U.S. and 34 countries worldwide that process, broker 
and consume scrap commodities, including metals, paper, plastics, glass, rubber, 
electronics, and textiles. Generating more than $105 billion annually in U.S. economic 
activity, the scrap recycling industry provides nearly half a million Americans with good 
jobs. 

The U.S. scrap recycling industry's significant contributions to environmental protection, 
resource conservation, and sustainability are dependent upon government policies that 
understand and recognize these benefits and that promote their growth. With the industry 
recycling more than 130 million metric tons of commodity grade materials each year, 
transforming outdated or obsolete products and materials into useful raw materials needed to 
produce new products, recyclers offer real solutions for balancing economic growth and 
environmental stewardship. 

Time permitting, potential topics for discussion include: 

Recognize Scrap is Not Waste/Recyclables are Not Waste. Persistent misidentification of 
recyclable materials as solid waste, and even hazardous waste, impedes recycling at the federal, 
state, and local levels. Preserving the gains made by the industry that scrap is not waste under 
Subtitle C of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) is critical for the industry. 
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Reform Citizen Suits Provisions in the Clean Water Act to Prevent Abuse. ISRI seeks 
modifications to the citizen suit provisions of the Clean Water Act to prevent frivolous and 
unfounded lawsuits. Over the years, we have witnessed increased abuse of Clean Water Act 
citizen lawsuits filed for enrichment rather than as the Act original intended. Many organizations 
have used publicly available databases to obtain information about regulated facilities and 
threaten to sue them under the Clean Water Act simply to extract sizable financial "donations" 
and "voluntary" actions from facilities not otherwise required by law to do so. These facilities 
settle simply to avoid the costs of litigation, while the organizations then use settlement 
donations to repeat the process on other facilities in a vicious cycle that was not intended by 
Congress. 

Clarify the Regulatory Uncertainty Surrounding Recycled Rubber: The lack of regulatory 
clarity in the U.S. is causing significant loss of U.S. jobs, while untested imports replace recycled 
rubber and add to U.S. landfills. EPA acknowledged in 2008 that the Agency did not see any 
health concerns based on studies already conducted. There is a vast body of science since then 
that should allow EPA to re-affirm their 2008 conclusion while supporting the long-term studies 
undertaken by California OEHHA. 

Based on anecdotal claims suggesting a possible link between cancer and playing on athletic 
fields with recycled rubber infill, President Obama ordered a multi-agency Federal study. The 
federal study was to last one year and industry has cooperated with EPA. However, after 11 
months of data collection, EPA has now determined that it needs another two years to complete 
its work and has asked to extend its study into 2019 to collect more data. As a result of the 
extended uncertainly, the industry is seeing significant economic and job loss in the industry 
and, ironically, the use of materials that have other adverse health and environmental impacts. 

Support Continuation of a National Mercury Switch Program with Incentives. With the 
National Vehicle Mercury Switch Recovery Program (NVMSRP) slated to end this year, ISRI 
encourages consideration of reinstating switch payments and the exploration of available 
avenues to keep the program operational into 2018 and beyond. The program's viability is 
dependent on a number of factors, including EPA's continued participation and whether 
continuation of the program would carry the same indemnifications that vehicle dismantlers, 
scrap processors, and others receive for participating in the current program. 

If you need additional information or background, please feel free to call or email me. 
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Thank you, 

Kristin 

Kristin Strobel 
Director of State Affairs 

The Homer Building 
Eleventh Floor South 
601 Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Direct: (202) 661.6324 
Fax: (202) 833-9392 

From: Dravis, Samantha l~='-"="-=~====~-"="--'-J 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 8:51 AM 
To: Strobel, Kristin 
Cc: Monroe, Loren 
Subject: RE: Request for Meeting-ISRI 

Thanks Kristin. What would be the subject of the meeting? 

From: Strobel, Kristin l~=~==~======-=J 
Sent: Monday, April 17, 2017 7:47AM 
To: Dravis, Samantha 
Cc: Monroe, Loren 
Subject: Request for Meeting-ISRI 
Importance: High 
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Samantha, 

I hope you had a wonderful Easter weekend with your family. 

Per our conversation last week, I would like to formally request a meeting with Administrator 
Pruitt and our client, the Institute of Scrap Recycling Industries (ISRI). 

The meeting will include: 

• Robin Weiner (ISRI) 
• Mark Reiter (ISRI) 
• Billy Johnson (ISRI) 
• Loren Monroe (BGR Group) 
• Kristin Strobel (BGR Group) 

If possible, we would request the meeting dates of May lOt\ 11th or 12th (specific times are 
whatever works best for the Administrator). 

Please let me know if you need additional background information or details for the meeting. 

Thank you for your assistance, 

Kristin 

Kristin Strobel 
Director of State Affairs 
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The Homer Building 
Eleventh Floor South 
601 Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Direct: (202) 661.6324 
Fax: (202) 833-9392 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
dhedke@hs-geo.com[dhedke@hs-geo.com] 
dhedke@cox.net 
Thur 5/4/2017 6:11:16 PM 
Fwd: Open letter to lvanka Trump from Joseph Bast 

Dear Samantha, 

I hope this finds you well and enjoying your expanding endeavors at EPA. 

In the event you have not seen the article below, appearing in today's American Spectator, I encourage 
you to take a look at your earliest convenience. 

In addition, I humbly suggest that if he is not already doing so, the names that Administrator Pruitt really 
needs to listen to regarding anything related to Climate issues are people like: 

Dr. Willie Soon, Astrophysicist at the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics; 
Dr. Richard Lindzen, Physicist, Massachusetts Institute of Technology; 
Dr. Will Happer, Physicist, Princeton University; 
Dr. John Christy, Alabama State Climatologist, Director of the Earth Science Systems Center (ESSC), 
University of Alabama-Huntsville; Dr. Roy Spencer, former NASA lead scientist regarding implementation 
of weather satellite systems, now also at ESSC; 
Dr. Patrick Michaels, former Virginia State Climatologist and Professor of Environmental Science at the 
University of Virginia, my second alma mater, currently at the Cato Institute; 
J. Dr. Christopher Horner, Attorney, Competitive Enterprise Institute 

These men are absolutely stalwarts in advancing fundamental understanding of earth's climate, as well as 
superb contributors regarding the advancement of appropriate policy related to U.S. and global matters of 
Environmental Stewardship. I could list many more, but this short list has been invaluable to me for many 
years. 

Thank you and I hope this adds to your perspective related to moving our policy where it desperately 
needs to go. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis Hedke 
Consulting Geophysicist 
Past Chairman, Energy & Environment Committee, Kansas House of Representatives 

--------------------------
From: Joseph Bast <JBast@heartland.org> 
Subject: Open letter to lvanka Trump from Joseph Bast 
Date: Thu, 4 May 2017 16:47:52 +0000 

American Spectator ran my "open letter to lvanka Trump" on climate change today. The comments are 
pretty funny, too. 

Joe 

https://spectator.org/296756-2/ 
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From the Heartland 
Open Letter to lvanka Trump: Serve Your Father by Relying on Scientists, 
Not Celebrities Who Push Climate Calamity 
By Joseph L. Bast<https://spectator.org/bio/joseph-1-bast/> 
NOTE: The following is a letter Heartland Institute President Joseph Bast sent to lvanka Trump, top 
advisor to president Donald Trump. As of today, he has received no response. 
Dear Ms. Trump, 
Recent news stories report your interest in the climate change issue. I share your deep concern over the 
future of our planet- it's an unbelievably beautiful and precious thing, something we must cherish and 
protect for all of Earth's creatures and for future generations. 
I am writing to urge you to proceed carefully as you explore this subject, because those who claim climate 
change requires "immediate action" to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, or even "transforming the 
world's economic system," have often misrepresented the science and economics of this issue. 
My organization, The Heartland lnstitute<http://heartland.org/>, is a national nonprofit organization that 
has been making the case for conservative and libertarian ideas since its founding in 1984. Many 
members of the Trump transition team are familiar with our work on climate change and other topics. 
The Heartland Institute is "the world's most prominent think tank supporting skepticism of man-made 
climate change" (according to The Economist). We have published more books, policy studies, and 
commentaries on the topic than any other free-market think tank in the world (according to the scientific 
journal Global Environmental Change). We are one of the top ten free-market think tanks in the world 
(according to TheBestSchools.org). 
The truth is that climate change does not require that we reduce energy consumption or replace fossil 
fuels with alternative energies. 
Your father is right when he questions whether global warming is a genuine "crisis" or a product of hype 
and exaggeration by various interest groups. He is also right to suggest that the issue is being used to 
extort money from the United States, handicap American businesses, and undermine our economic 
growth and prosperity. 
Claims That Global Warming Is Already Happening 
The popular "evidence" that man-made global warming is already happening and is harmful consists 
mostly of images of melting ice, heat waves, hurricanes, and rising tides. These images appeared in AI 
Gore's movie, An Inconvenient Truth, and more recently in Leonardo DiCaprio's movie Before the Flood. 
Politicians and celebrities sometimes travel to the Arctic and come back saying they have "seen global 
warming," that "it is real and already happening." But these images and claims are highly misleading. You 
can't see man-made climate change. Climate is "average weather" over the course of at least 30 years. 
Extreme weather is always occurring sometime around the world, and always has and always will. 
Observing extreme weather events can't tell us whether the climate is changing, or what might be causing 
changes in weather or climate. For that, we need to view long-term trends, and even then we need to 
control for known climate cycles and natural variability. 
Simply put, there simply is no hard scientific evidence that potentially harmful warming is happening. Dr. 
Benjamin Zycher, a scholar at the American Enterprise Institute, wrote in 2014 a short and accurate 
summary of research on long-term trends in extreme weather: 

There has been no temperature<http://www.drroyspencer.com/latest-global-temperatures/> trend 
over the last 15 years<http://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/monitoring-references/faq/anomalies.php>, 
notwithstanding the predictions<http://www.drroyspencer.com/2013/06/still-epic-fail-73-climate-models-vs
measurements-running-5-year-means/> of the models. 

The past two years have set a record for the fewest 
tornadoes<http:/ /www. norman. noaa .gov/2013/05/low-tornado-nu mbers-and-low-tornado-deaths-may-
2012-april-2013/> ever in a similar period, and there has been no 
trend<http://www1.ncdc.noaa.gov/pub/data/cmb/images/tornado/clim/EF3-EF5.png> in the frequency of 
strong (F3 to F5) tornadoes in the United States since 1950. 

The number of wildfires<http:/ /wattsu pwiththat. com/2012/06/28/what-g lob a 1-warming-really-looks
like-michael-oppenheimer-fail/> is in a long-term decline. 
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It has been eight years since a Category 3 or higher hurricane 
landed<http://www1.ncdc.noaa.gov/pub/data/images/2011-Landfalling-Hurricanes-11 x17 .pdf> on a U.S. 
coast; that long a period devoid of an intense hurricane landfall has not been observed since 1900. The 
2013 Atlantic hurricane season<http://www.nhc.noaa.gov/2013atlan.shtml> was the least active in 40 
years, with zero<http:/ /www .accuweather .com/en/weather -news/2013-atlantic-hurricane
season/20467725> major hurricanes. 

There has been no trend<http://sciencepolicy.colorado.edu/admin/publication_files/2012.04.pdf> in 
the frequency or intensity of tropical cyclones, and tropical cyclone 
energy<http://policlimate.com/tropical/> is near its lowest level since reliable measurements began by 
satellite in the 1970s. 

There is no long-term trend in sea
level<http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/sltrends/MSL_global_trendtablefc.html> increases. The record of 
changes in the size of the Arctic ice 
cover<http:/ /www. worldclimatereport.com/index. ph p/2011 /03/1 Of amazing-arctic-reconstructions/> is far 
more ambiguous than often asserted, because the satellite measurements began at the outset of the 
warming period from roughly 1980 through 1998. 

The Palmer Drought Severity 
lndex<http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/monitoring_and_data/drought.shtml> shows no trend since 
1895. Flooding in the United States over the last century has not been 
correlated<http://www.tandfonline.com/doilabs/1 0.1080/02626667 .2011.621895>with increases in 
greenhouse gas concentrations. 
Zycher's summary is supported by the sources he cites as well as four hefty volumes in the Climate 
Change Reconsidered series produced by the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change 
(NIPCC<http://www.climatechangereconsidered.org/>) and published by The Heartland Institute. The 
NIPCC series is credible: It has been cited in more than 100 peer-reviewed articles. The Chinese 
Academy of Sciences thought so highly of it that it translated the first two volumes into Mandarin Chinese 
and published a condensed edition<https://www.heartland.org/publications
resources/publications/chinese-translation-of-climate-change-reconsidered> in 2013. 
So no, there simply is no hard evidence that man-made climate change is already occurring or that it is 
bad. You should immediately suspect the credibility (or sincerity) of anyone who claims otherwise. They 
are using scare tactics to get you to think a certain way. 
Appeals to Authority 
Those who say global warming is a crisis ask you to believe the opinions of "experts" who, upon closer 
inspection, are unqualified, speaking outside their areas of expertise, or biased. For example, AI Gore, 
Leonardo DiCaprio, Bill McKibben, Bill Gates, and Naomi Orestes are not scientists. Senator Gore was 
flunking undergraduate physics at Harvard when he dropped out of that class. 
President Obama's claim in 2014 that "97% of scientists agree: climate change is real, man-made and 
dangerous" is not supported by any credible survey or science literature review. NASA, on its website, 
cites four sources for this claim: two are essays written by college students, one literature review by a 
socialist historian, and the fourth one a literature review by an Australian blogger. 
See Why Scientists Disagree about Global Warming<https://www.heartland.org/news-opinion/news/why
scientists-disagree-about-global-warming> for a full critique of each of these sources, and a summary of 
more reliable surveys and literature reviews that find extensive disagreement. A copy of that book is 
enclosed. 
Alarmists often cite the reports of the United Nations' Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IIPCC), but this is a political, not a scientific, organization. It conducts no original climate research. Its 
reports are not subject to traditional peer review, and they have become compilations of anecdotal 
evidence in support of a pre-ordained conclusion. That is not science. See the Nongovernmental 
International Panel on Climate Change'stestimony to the British 
Parliament<http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/WrittenEvidence.svc/EvidenceHtml/4288> critiquing 
the latest IPCC report. 
Finally, those who say global warming is a crisis often claim that those who disagree with them are either 
"paid shills of the oil industry" or part of a "vast right-wing conspiracy" that puts economic growth and 
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profits ahead of protecting the environment. Both claims are false. 
AI Gore created the myth that global warming skeptics are paid by industry to "sow doubt," although he 
falsely claims it was discovered by a former reporter named Ross Gelbspan. There is no evidence of any 
"skeptic" ever being paid to lie about climate science or its impacts. See Russell Cook's excellent report 
on this myth titled Merchants of Smear<https://www.heartland.org/publications-
resou rces/pu bl ications/merchants-of-s mear>. 
Once you look at the underlying science- the same sort of number crunching you would perform for a 
complicated business transaction - you will discover there is no scientific case for reducing our use of 
fossil fuels. 
The Science, by the Numbers 
Here are the key numbers you need to know to understand the climate change issue: 
0.04% The concentration of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, that's about 400 parts per million. 
In the past century it has only gone up by 0.01 percentage point. Carbon dioxide concentrations have 
risen and fallen before, in pre-industrial eras, without causing climate to change. 
1.0- 1.5C Climate sensitivity, the change in global temperature likely to result from a doubling of 
carbon dioxide in the atmosphere from pre-industrial levels. We are already half-way to such a doubling, 
so the warming in the coming century even assuming the alarmists in the debate are right and are not 
exaggerating, is likely to be too small be to noticeable against natural climate cycles and variability. 
1 -2 mm The long-term annual rise in sea level, since the end of the last Ice Age, which has not 
increased in the 21st century. This is too small to merit efforts to slow or stop global warming. Claims that 
sea level is rising faster are based on cherry-picked data sets and fail to take into account land 
subsidence in some coastal areas. 
0.06C The reduction in global temperature that would be achieved by the year 2100 if the U.S. 
reduced its emissions by 40%, just six one-hundredths of one degree. This is too little to warrant the 
enormous cost- trillions of dollars- of replacing fossil fuels with renewable energy. 
$3,900 The annual per-family cost of Obama's global warming policies, according to a 
study<http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/2237947/posts> by the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology. 
$27 billon How much federal agencies plan to spend on global warming-related programs in 2017. 
What Should We Do? 
We should all do our share to protect the environment. But the campaign to reduce energy use or to 
switch from fossil fuels to solar and wind power is not about protecting the environment. It's about 
something else. 
Since climate is always changing due to natural causes, we should invest in resiliency (hardening 
infrastructure) and adaptation. Trying to stop global warming from occurring is not necessary, nor is it the 
best way to protect the environment. 
Climate change is a small and remote threat, at best. We probably cannot slow or stop it even if we try. 
And the cost of ending our primary reliance on fossil fuels is astronomical. 
My organization, The Heartland Institute, recommends<https://www.heartland.org/publications
resources/publications/action-plan-for-president-trump> your father's administration take the following 
steps regarding climate change: 

* Create a President's Council on Climate Change, modeled after the President's Council on 
Bioeth ics<https :/ /bioeth icsarch ive. georgetown. edu/pcbe/reports/past_ commissions/> created by 
President George W. Bush in 2001 (and sunset in 2009), charged with cutting through the politics and 
bias that infected climate science and policymaking during the Obama administration and advising the 
President on what policies to repeal and what policies to pursue. 

* Withdraw from the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and the more recent 
Paris Accord and end funding for the United Nations' biased climate change programs, in particular the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and Green Climate Fund. 

* Replace EPA <https :/ /www. heartland .org/publications-resources/publications/replacing-the
environmental-protection-agency?source=policybot> with a Committee of the Whole composed of the 50 
state environmental quality agencies. Those agencies already have primary responsibility for 
implementing environmental laws passed by Congress and regulations written by EPA. 

* Withdraw and suspend implementation of the Endangerment 
Finding <https :/ /www. heartland. org/pu bl i cation s-resou rces/pu bl i cations/comments-in-response-to-e pas-
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anpr-entitled-regulating-greenhouse-gas-emissions-under-the-clean-air-act> for Greenhouse 
Gases<https://www.heartland.org/publications-resources/publications/comments-of-the-heartland-institute
i n-res pon se-to-proposed-endange rmen t-and -cause-or-contribute-findings-for-green house-gases> and the 
Clean Power Plan. 
Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. While not a scientist myself, I have had the 
privilege of working with the Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change (NIPCC), an 
international team of independent climate scientists whose research supports the various statements 
made above, and who are willing to pitch in and help your father set a new course for climate policy in the 
years ahead. 
Thank you for your concern and for your openness to differing opinions on this important issue. 
Sincerely, 

Joseph L. Bast 
President 

--------------------------
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From: Kilgore, Jerry W. 
Location: 3500 WJCN 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: Meeting with Cozen O'Connor & Amazon 
Start Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 8:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 9:00:00 PM 

Notice: This communication including attachment~ may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient or you believe that you have received this communication in erro0 please notify 
the sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use/ dissemination/ distribution or reproduction 
of this e-mail including attachment~ is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than 
the intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege. 
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From: Lundahl, Emily 
Location: 3500 WJCN 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: Meeting with Cozen O'Connor & Amazon 
Start Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 8:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 9:00:00 PM 

Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is 
confidential and protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non
public information intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader 
or recipient of this communication is not the intended recipient, an employee or agent of the 
intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, or you 
believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender 
immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or 
reproduction of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. 
Receipt by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client 
or other privilege. 
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From: Kalani, Lori 
Location: 3500 WJCN 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: Meeting with Cozen O'Connor & Amazon 
Start Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 8:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 7/12/2017 9:00:00 PM 

Notice: This communication including attachment~ may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient or you believe that you have received this communication in erro0 please notify 
the sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use/ dissemination/ distribution or reproduction 
of this e-mail including attachment~ is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than 
the intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege. 
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From: Edward Lannan 
Location: HQ-Room-WJCN-4530-50pp 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: Accepted: Meeting with We Are Golf (WAG) 
Start Date/Time: Wed 4/26/2017 6:30:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Wed 4/26/2017 7:00:00 PM 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Thur 7/13/2017 3:29:10 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

SLC 
DL 106 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty 
Kimpton 

07 I 18/20 l Sl)LC-lAD DL 2249 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD1:15 PM/04:05 Economy I L 
PM 

ConfirmecD7 I 1 7-07 I 18 

ConfirmecD5: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL106 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Lindberg Field, Terminal 2 
San Diego, California, United States 
01:15PM Monday, July 17 2017 
Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
04:05PM Monday, July 17 2017 

1 hour(s) and 50 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 
Boeing 73 7-900 Passenger 
16D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles I 1007.234 kilometers 
275.44lbs/125.2 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton 
Address: 

Tel: 
Fax: + 1 (801) 523-8500 

Check In/Check Monday, July 17 2017- Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Out: 
Status: 
Number of 

Confirmed 
1 
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Persons: 
Number of Rooms: 1 
Number of Nights: 1 
Rate per night: USD 209.00 plus tax and any additional fees 
Guaranteed: Yes 
Confirmation: CI293BIT 
Corp. Discount: XXXXD 
C02 Emissions: Per night is approximately 63.8 lbs/29 kgs 
Additional NON SMOKING 
Information: 
Remarks: CANCEL 24 HOURS PRIOR TO 6PM DAY OF ARRIVAL 

HOTEL PER DIEM- $115.00 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2249 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11 :28 PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 73 7-800 Passenger 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles I 2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
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THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

13Jul/1 0:29AM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

519.40 USD 235.34 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: 
DL 106 17Jul REFUND CHANGE 

DL2249 18Jul 
USD 519.40 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 

MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 
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Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 13Jul/3:29 PM UTC 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Thur 7/13/2017 2:19:49 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

07/17/201 'BAN-SLCDL 106 

07/18/201 'BLC-IAD DL 2249 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirmed01:15 PM/04:05 Economy I L 
PM 

Confirmed05: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL106 Economy 
Depart: Lindberg Field, Terminal 2 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

San Diego, California, United States 
fU11lE.EM<M~pfaijo:tlal2ffi"Port, 2-
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
04:05PM Monday, July 17 2017 
1 hour(s) and 50 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 
Boeing 73 7-900 Passenger 
16D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles I 1007.234 kilometers 
275.44lbs/125.2 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2249 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11 :28 PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 73 7-800 Passenger 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles I 2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 kgs 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

13Jul/09:19AM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

519.40 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: 
DL 106 17Jul REFUND CHANGE 
DL2249 18Jul 

USD 519.40 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 
MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
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All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 13Jul/2: 19 PM UTC 
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To: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Thur 7/13/2017 2:18:22 PM 
Subject: Authorization Required: Travel for Dravis/Samantha K *Travel date- 17Jul17 * REF: 
WWOOKU 

Name: DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
Locator: WWOOKU 
Travel Date: 17Jul 
Booking Pee: 2F8M 

Please ensure that your travel authorization is approved at least 72 hour prior to departure 
to enable ticketing and avoid possible cancellation. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

07/17/201 oAN-SLCDL 106 

07/18/201 oLC-IAD DL 2249 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL106 Economy 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirmed01:15 PM/04:05 Economy I L 
PM 

Confirmed05: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 
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Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 
Remarks: 

Lindberg Field, Terminal 2 
San Diego, California, United States 
fU11l E. EM <M~pfaijo:tlalmtport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
04:05PM Monday, July 17 2017 
1 hour(s) and 50 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 
Boeing 73 7-900 Passenger 
16D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles I 1007.234 kilometers 
275.44lbs/125.2 kgs 
FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2249 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11 :28 PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 73 7-800 Passenger 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles I 2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 kgs 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
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Cc: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; Dickerson, 
Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Wed 7/5/2017 2:13:15 PM 
Subject: Final Notice: Authorization Required: Travel for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K *Travel date-
06Jul17 * REF: MNG7CR 

Name: DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
Locator: MNG7CR 
Travel Date: 06Jul 
Booking PCC: 2F8M 

We have not received your authorization to travel for the trip referenced below. The airline 
cancels reservations that are not ticketed 48 hours in advance of departure. If you intend to 
go on this trip, you must rebook the trip and receive your authorization to travel as soon as 
possible. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA040FG 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL 2080 Confirmed06:00 AM/07:41 Economy IT 
ATL AM 

DL 5438* Confirmed08:38 AM/08:30 Economy IT 
BHM AM 

DL 5545* Confirmed02:54 PM/05:05 Economy IT 
ATL PM 

DL 2909 Confirmed05:50 PM/07:49 Economy IT 
DCA PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL2080 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Remarks: 

Ronald Reagan National 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:00AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
07:41AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 41 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24lbs/109.2 kgs 

FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL5438 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
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Status: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
13C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles I 215.606 kilometers 
73.7lbs/33.5 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL5545 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
02:54PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
05:05PM Thursday, July 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
13B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles I 215.606 kilometers 
73.7lbs/33.5 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2909 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
05:50PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Ronald Reagan National 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
07:49PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
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Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

3 hour(s) and 55 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
16B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24lbs/109.2 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

Email generated on 05Jul/2: 13 PM UTC 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Mon 7/24/2017 5:58:36 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 17Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 468.60 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

ElectronicTicket Number: 1736 
Ticket Amount: 719.40 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068608101711 
Old Ticket Value: 519.40 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee: 0.00 USD 
Add/Collect: 200.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694922905 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 
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This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
Ticket Amount: 719.40 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068608101711 
Old Ticket Value: 519.40 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee: 0.00 USD 
Add/Collect: 200.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
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FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
TICKET IS NON REFUNDABLE/NON TRANSFERABLE. 
CHANGES SUBJECT TO PENAL TIES PLUS FARE INCREASE. 
SOME CARRIERS REQUIRE CANCELLATION PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
OR YOUR TICKET MAY HAVE NOV ALUE. CALL THE TRAVEL OFFICE 
FOR CHANGES OR CANCELLATION OF THIS TRIP 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

24Jul/12:58PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 
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Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Ticket Receipt 
Total Amount: 468.60 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 1736 
[l"icket Amount: 719.40 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068608101711 
Old Ticket Value: 519.40 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee:O.OO USD 
fl\dd/Collect: 200.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694922905 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

!fhis ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
~icketAmount: 719.40 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068608101711 
Old Ticket Value: 519.40 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee:O.OO USD 
fl\dd/Collect: 200.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

l'ravel Summary- Agency Record llliocator W.OO~W 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009006-00001 



Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI De:> HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN""CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEffi T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTODEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIES\1 ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NE3NEBSITE. 
I CKETI S NON REFUNDABLE/NOI'IfRANSFERABLE. 

CHANGESSUBJECTTO PENAL Tl Es=>LUSFAREI NCREASE. 
SOMECARRIERffiEQUI R~ANCELLATIOMRIORTO DEPARTURE 
ORYOURTICKETMAYHAVENOVALUE.CALL THETRAVELOFFICE 
FOR CHANGES)R CANCELLATI O~F THI STRIP 
DESTI NATIOf\F.ORTHELATESll NFORMATIOMLEASECHECK 

24Jui/12:58PM 

Estimated trip total 

Air Car Hotel 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

Rail Other 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 

412.361.:JSD 

this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that sam 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Mon 7/24/2017 5:28:25 PM 
Subject: UPDATED 24Jul- Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 17Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 553.70 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
Ticket Amount: 519.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 
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Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
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TICKET IS NON REFUNDABLE/NON TRANSFERABLE. 
CHANGES SUBJECT TO PENAL TIES PLUS FARE INCREASE. 
SOME CARRIERS REQUIRE CANCELLATION PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
OR YOUR TICKET MAY HAVE NOV ALUE. CALL THE TRAVEL OFFICE 
FOR CHANGES OR CANCELLATION OF THIS TRIP 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

24Jul/12:28PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 553.70 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 56 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
ificket Amount: 519.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Travel Summary- Agency Record l.:.iocator WROQ~I£J 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009008-00001 



Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI De:> HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPA'OURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTODEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HIS48 HOURCANCELLATIONRULEDOESNOTAPPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION$JNLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES:ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWlLLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 
I CKETI S NON REFUNDABLE/NOI'IfRANSFERABLE. 

CHANGESSUBJECTTO PENAL Tl Es=>LUSFAREI NCREASE. 
SOMECARRIERffiEQUI RS::::ANCELLATIOm>RIORTO DEPARTURE 
OR YOURTICKETMAY HAVE NO VALUE.CALL THETRAVELOFFICE 
FOR CHANGES)R CANCELLATI Ot<DF THI STRIP 
DESTI NATIOf\F.ORTHELATESll NFORMATIOm>LEASECHECK 

24Jui/12:28PM 

Estimated trip total 

Air Car Hotel 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

Rail Other 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 

1112.361...JSD 

this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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Cc: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Dravis, 
Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 7/3/2017 8:34:06 PM 
Subject: UPDATED 03Jul- Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 06Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 864.90 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 2080 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 06 
Delta Air Lines Flight 5438 from Atlanta GA to Birmingham AL on July 06 (Operated By: 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 6250 from Birmingham AL to Detroit MI on July 06 (Operated By: 
Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2287 from Detroit MI to Washington DC on July 06 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101059 
Invoice Number: 000170622 
Ticket Amount: 830.60 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540897 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009009-00001 



Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA040FG 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL 2080 Confirmed06:00 AM/07:41 Premium Economy I S 
ATL AM 

DL 5438* Confirmed08:38 AM/08:30 Premium Economy I S 
BHM AM 

DL 6250* Confirmed03:52 PM/06:57 Economy I Y 
DTW PM 

DL 2287 Confirmed08:15 PM/09:50 Economy I L 
DCA PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL5438 Premium Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL, S - Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles /215.606 kilometers 
73.7 lbs/33.5 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2287 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 

Wayne County, EM- E.M. McNamara Terminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
08:15PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
09:50 PM Thursday, July 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 35 minute(s) Non-stop 
4 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) including layover(s) 
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Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Airbus lndustrie A319 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

404 miles I 650.036 kilometers 
177.76 lbs/80.8 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

03Jui/03:33PM 

Air Car Hotel 

830.60 USD 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions 
before departure 

Air 
DL2080 06Jul 
DL5438* 06Jul Total: 
DL6250* 06Jul USD 830.60 REFUND 

DL2287 06Jul 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

Rail Other 

Change restrictions 
after ticketing Ticket information 

CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

F ederallaw forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
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imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0F'icket Receipt 
Total Amount: 864.90 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 2080 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 06 
Delta Air Lines Flight 5438 from Atlanta GA to Birmingham AL on July qCi>perated By: Expressjet Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 6250 from Birmingham ALto Detroit Ml on July (eperated By: Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2287 from Detroit Ml to Washington DC on July 06 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068608101059 
Invoice Number: 000170622 
~icket Amount: 830.60 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540897 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Travel Summary- Agency Record Liliocator IIN(i;'i'!~ll 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA040FG 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
07/06/2017 DCA-ATL DL2080 Confirmed 
07/06/2017 ATL-BHM DL 5438" Confirmed 
07/06/2017 BHM-DlW DL 6250" Confirmed 
07/06/2017 DlW-DCA DL2287 Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
06:00AM/07:41AM Premium Economy IS 
08:38AM/08:30AM Premium Economy IS 
03:52PM/06:57PM Economy /Y 
08:15PM/09:50PM Economy I L 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:00AM Th I 6 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
07:41AM 62017 
1 hour(s) and 41 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Airbus lndustrie A320 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles /878.514 kilometers 
240.24 lbs/109.2 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Th I 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM 6 2017 
0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles /215.606 kilometers 
73.7 lbs/33.5 

Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
03:52PM Th I 6 2017 
Wayne County, EM- E.M.McNamaraTerminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
06:57 PM 6 2017 
2 hour(s) and 5 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 700 
Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection 
09B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

625 miles /1005.625 kilometers 
275 lbs/125 
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Remarks 

Wayne County, EM- E.M.McNamaraTerminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
08:15PM Th I 6 2017 

Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
09:50 PM 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 35 minute(s) Non-stop 
4 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Airbus lndustrie A319 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

404 miles /650.036 kilometers 
177.761bs/80.8 

FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 
HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 

FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN""CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEillEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONgEQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTs:>R 120M I NUTES:ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOI!lLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

03Jui/03:33PM 
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Estimated trip total 830.60 I..JSD 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

830.60 USD 

Fare details: iricketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
DL2080 06Jul 

Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION!= 
DL5438* 06Jul 

USD830.60 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
DL6250* 06Jul 
DL2287 06Jul 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 03Jul/8:33 PM UTC 
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Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; 
lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 7/3/2017 7:42:37 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 06Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 864.90 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 2080 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 06 
Delta Air Lines Flight 5438 from Atlanta GA to Birmingham AL on July 06 (Operated By: 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 6250 from Birmingham AL to Detroit MI on July 06 (Operated By: 
Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2287 from Detroit MI to Washington DC on July 06 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101059 
Invoice Number: 000170622 
Ticket Amount: 830.60 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540897 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009011-00001 



Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL 2080 Confirmed06:00 AM/07:41 Economy IT 
ATL AM 

DL 5438* Confirmed08:38 AM/08:30 Economy IT 
BHM AM 

DL 6250* Confirmed03:52 PM/06:57 Economy I Y 
DTW PM 

DL 2287 Confirmed08:15 PM/09:50 Economy I L 
DCA PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL5438 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL, S - Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
13B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles /215.606 kilometers 
73.7 lbs/33.5 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2287 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 

Wayne County, EM- E.M. McNamara Terminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
08:15PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
09:50 PM Thursday, July 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 35 minute(s) Non-stop 
4 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) including layover(s) 
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Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Airbus lndustrie A319 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

404 miles I 650.036 kilometers 
177.76 lbs/80.8 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

03Jui/02:42PM 

Air Car Hotel 

830.60 USD 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions 
before departure 

Air 
DL2080 06Jul 
DL5438* 06Jul Total: 
DL6250* 06Jul USD 830.60 REFUND 

DL2287 06Jul 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

Rail Other 

Change restrictions 
after ticketing Ticket information 

CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

F ederallaw forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
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imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 03Jul/7:42 PM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 864.90 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 2080 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 06 
Delta Air Lines Flight 5438 from Atlanta GA to Birmingham AL on July qCi>perated By: Expressjet Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 6250 from Birmingham ALto Detroit Ml on July (eperated By: Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2287 from Detroit Ml to Washington DC on July 06 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068608101059 
Invoice Number: 000170622 
~icket Amount: 830.60 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540897 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

illravel Summary- Agency Record l...:ocator MNBi~R 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
07/06/2017 DCA-ATL DL2080 Confirmed 
07/06/2017 ATL-BHM DL 5438" Confirmed 
07/06/2017 BHM-DlW DL 6250" Confirmed 
07/06/2017 DlW-DCA DL2287 Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
06:00AM/07:41AM Economy IT 
08:38AM/08:30AM Economy IT 
03:52PM/06:57PM Economy /Y 
08:15PM/09:50PM Economy I L 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:00AM Th I 6 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
07:41AM 6 2017 
1 hour(s) and 41 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Airbus lndustrie A320 
17C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24 lbs/109.2 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIOf'Q)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHECKVWWV.DEL TA.COM 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Th I 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM 6 2017 
0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
13B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles I 215.606 kilometers 
73.7 lbs/33.5 

Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
03:52 PM Th I 6 2017 
Wayne County, EM- E.M.McNamaraTerminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
06:57 PM 6 2017 
2 hour(s) and 5 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 700 
Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection 
09B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

625 miles I 1005.625 kilometers 
275 lbs/125 
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Remarks 

Wayne County, EM- E.M.McNamaraTerminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
08:15PM Th I 6 2017 

Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
09:50 PM 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 35 minute(s) Non-stop 
4 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMOOG 
Airbus lndustrie A319 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

404 miles /650.036 kilometers 
177.761bs/80.8 

FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 
HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 

FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN""CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEillEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONgEQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTs:>R 120M I NUTES:ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOI!lLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

03Jui/02:42PM 
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Estimated trip total 830.60 I..JSD 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

830.60 USD 

Fare details: iricketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
DL2080 06Jul 

Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION!= 
DL5438* 06Jul 

USD830.60 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
DL6250* 06Jul 
DL2287 06Jul 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 03Jul/7:42 PM UTC 
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Cc: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Dravis, 
Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 7/3/2017 7:36:26 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 07Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 449.70 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 639 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 07 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2811 from Atlanta GA to Washington DC on July 07 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068608101058 
Invoice Number: 000170621 
Ticket Amount: 415.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540896 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009013-00001 



Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL639 Confirmed06:59 AM/08:50 Economy I L 
ATL AM 

DL 2811 Confirmed04:47 PM/06:45 Economy I Y 
DCA PM 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

03Jui/02:36PM 

Air Car Hotel 

415.40 USD 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions 
before departure 

Air 
DL639 07Jul Total: 

REFUND 
DL2811 07Jul USD 415.40 

RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

Rail Other 

Change restrictions 
after ticketing Ticket information 

CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 
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Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 03Jul/7:36 PM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 449.70 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 639 from Washington DC to Atlanta GA on July 07 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2811 from Atlanta GA to Washington DC on July 07 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068608101058 
Invoice Number: 000170621 
ificket Amount: 415.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694540896 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Travel Summary- ~gency Record Llocator 1'111N~7fif!Ul!iJ 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
07/07/2017 DCA-ATL DL639 Confirmed 
07/07/2017 ATL-DCA DL2811 Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
06:59AM/08:50AM Economy I L 
04:47PM/06:45PM Economy /Y 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:59AM F i 7 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:50AM F i 7 2017 
1 hour(s) and 51 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMVST 
Airbus lndustrie A320 
16C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles /878.514 kilometers 
240.24 lbs/109.2 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIOf'(I)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-I N/RESTRI CTIONS/LI MIT ATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHEC~.DEL TA.COM 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL,S- Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
04:47PM F i 7 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:45PM F i 7 2017 
1 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:GGMVST 
Airbus lndustrie A321 
20D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles /878.514 kilometers 
240.24 lbs/109.2 
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Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTODEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-INriMESA.RE90MINUTEs=>RIORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTffiR 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBEISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIES\1 ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOMLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

03Jui/02:36PM 

Estimated trip total 4.15.4-0 li..JSB 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

415.40 USD 

Eare details: '10icketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION~ 

DL639 07Jul 
DL2811 07 Jul 

USD415.40 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; 
lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 7/3/2017 7:01:55 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL639 Confirmed06:59 AM/08:50 Economy I L 
ATL AM 

DL 2811 Confirmed04:47 PM/06:45 Economy I Y 
DCA PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL639 Economy 
Depart: Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
lllil:dSlf~M-RutiaypJAiyi7, IDITerminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:50AM Friday, July 7 2017 
1 hour(s) and 51 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMVST 
Airbus Industrie A320 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24lbs/109.2 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2811 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL, S - Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
04:47PM Friday, July 7 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:45PM Friday, July 7 2017 

1 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMVST 
Airbus Industrie A321 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24lbs/109.2 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
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FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

03Jul/02:01PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

415.40 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: 
DL639 07Jul REFUND CHANGE 

DL2811 07 Jul 
USD 415.40 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 

MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 
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Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 03Jul/7:01 PM UTC 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009015-00004 



17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009015-00005 



Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]; EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; 
lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 7/3/2017 6:57:07 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

DL 2080 Confirmed06:00 AM/07:41 Economy IT 
ATL AM 

DL 5438* Confirmed08:38 AM/08:30 Economy IT 
BHM AM 

DL 6250* Confirmed03:52 PM/06:57 Economy I Y 
DTW PM 

DL 2287 Confirmed08:15 PM/09:50 Economy I L 
DCA PM 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009016-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL2080 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
06:00AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Hartsfield-Jackson ATL, S - Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
07:41AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

1 hour(s) and 41 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Airbus Industrie A320 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

546 miles I 878.514 kilometers 
240.24lbs/109.2 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL5438 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 

Hartsfield-Jackson ATL, S - Terminal South 
Atlanta, Georgia, United States 
08:38AM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
08:30AM Thursday, July 6 2017 

0 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
3 hour(s) and 30 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Expressjet Dba Delta Connection 
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Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

134 miles I 215.606 kilometers 
73.7lbs/33.5 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL6250 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Birmingham International Airport 
Birmingham, Alabama, United States 
03:52PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Wayne County, EM- E.M. McNamara 
Terminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
06:57PM Thursday, July 6 2017 

2 hour(s) and 5 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Canadair Regional Jet 700 
Gojet Airlines Dba Delta Connection 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

625 miles I 1005.625 kilometers 
275 lbs/125 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2287 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Wayne County, EM- E.M. McNamara 
Terminal 
Detroit, Michigan, United States 
08: 15 PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
09:50PM Thursday, July 6 2017 
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Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

1 hour(s) and 35 minute(s) Non-stop 
4 hour(s) and 58 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: GGMOOG 
Airbus Industrie A319 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

404 miles I 650.036 kilometers 
177.76lbs/80.8 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

03Jul!O 1:57PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

830.60 USD 
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Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: REFUND CHANGE 
DL2080 06Jul USD 830.60 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 
DL5438* 06Jul MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
DL6250* 06Jul 
DL2287 06Jul 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Mon 7/17/2017 1:49:21 PM 
Subject: UPDATED 17Jul- Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 17Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 0.00 USD 
Invoice Number: 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

DL56 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirm eel 0:20 AM/0 1:17 Premium Economy I 

ED _00 1523_000090 17-00001 



SLC PM s 

7 I 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
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PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
TICKET IS NON REFUNDABLE/NON TRANSFERABLE. 
CHANGES SUBJECT TO PENAL TIES PLUS FARE INCREASE. 
SOME CARRIERS REQUIRE CANCELLATION PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
OR YOUR TICKET MAY HAVE NO VALUE. CALL THE TRAVEL OFFICE 
FOR CHANGES OR CANCELLATION OF THIS TRIP 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

17 Jui/08:49AM 

Air Car Hotel 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

Rail Other 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Travel Summary- Agency Record lill.ocator Wllfll))~l..l 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To 
07/17/2017 SAN-SLC 
07/17/2017 SLC 
07/17/2017 SLC 
07/18/2017 SLC-IAD 

FlighWendor Status Depart/Arrive 
DL56 Confirmed 10:20 AM/01:17PM 
Avis Rent A Car Confirmed 07/17-07/18 
Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton Confirmed 07/17-07/18 
DL2249 Confirmed 05:17PM/11 :28PM 

Salt Lake City International Airport2- Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
01:17PM 172017 
1 hour(s) and 57 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:H4BZ81 
Airbus lndustrie A320 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles /1007.234 kilometers 
275.44 lbs/125.2 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIOf'(I)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHECK\MMN.DEL TA.COM 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Class/Type 
Premium Economy IS 
Compact 2/4 Door 

Premium Economy IS 
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~~R- Monday, l.July 117' 201'71 ~ad to !Tiialendar ~ 

Avis RentA Car 
Pick Up: Salt Lake City Inti Apo 500 North 3882 West Salt Lake City 84116, 

UT, UnitedStates;Tel: +1 (801) 575-2847 
01:17PM Monday, July 17 2017 

Drop Off: Salt Lake City Inti Apo 500 North 3882 West Salt Lake City 84116, 
UT, UnitedStates;Tel:+1 (801) 575-2847 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

Type: Compact Car Auto AC 
Status: Confirmed 
Daily Rate: USD 63.00 
Extra Day Allowance: Unlimited Miles Per Extra Day 
Extra Hour Fee: USD47.26 
Extra Hour Allowance: Unlimited Free Miles Per Extra Hour 
Mileage Allowance: Unlimited Free Miles 
Estimated Total: USD 177.02 plus tax and any additional fees 
Confirmation: 33457893USCPEXP 
Corp. Discount: XXXX021 
Frequent Renter ID: XXXX43 
C02 Emissions: Each gallon of unleaded gasoline consumed is 19.6 lbs/8.91 kgs and litre of petrol is 5 lbs/2.31 kgs 

Remarks: BASERATEDOESNOTI NCLUDEr AXESANDSURCHARGES 
CAR RENTERMUSTBE 250R 18YEARSOF AGE IF GOVERNMENT 
RATECONFI RME!WITHVALI DDRIVERS..I CENSECREDilCARD 
INTHENAMEOFTHEDRIVERISREQUIREI::FORRENTAL. 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton 
ddress: 

heck In/Check Out: 

Number of Persons: 
Number of Rooms: 
Number of Nights: 
Rate per night: 

uaranteed: 
onfirmation: 

Monday, July 17 2017- Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Confirmed 
1 

USD 209.00 plus tax and any additional fees 
Yes 
CI293BIT 

orp. Discount: XXXXD 
02 Emissions: Per night is approximately 63.8 lbs/29 kgs 

Additionallnformation: NONSMOKING 
Remarks: CANCEL24 HOURSPRI ORTO 6PM DAY OF ARRIVAL 

HOTELPERDIEM-$115.00 
CREDITCARDREQUIRED\TCHECKIN 
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Remarks 

Salt Lake City International Airport2- Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM 18 2017 

Dulles lntl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11:28PM I 182017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:H4BZ81 
Boeing 737-800 Passenger 
Assigned at Check-in 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles /2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 

FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 
HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 

FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSY'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 
I CKETI S NON REFUNDABLE/NOI'IfRANSFERABLE. 

CHANGESSUBJECTTO PENAL Tl Es=>LUSFAREI NCREASE. 
SOMECARRIERffiEQUI RS::::ANCELLATIOMRIORTO DEPARTURE 
ORYOURTICKETMAYHAVENOVALUE.CALL THETRAVELOFFICE 
FOR CHANGES)R CANCELLATI Of'<DF THI STRIP 
DESTI NATIOf\F.ORTHELATESll NFORMATIOMLEASECHECK 

17 Jui/08:49AM 

Estimated trip total 

Air Car Hotel 

Unavailable 177.02 USD 235.34 USD 

Rail Other 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 

412.361lliJSB 

this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 
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Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 17 Jul/1 :49 PM UTC 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Sun 7/16/2017 9:58:51 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

SLC 
DL56 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty 
Kimpton 

07 I 18/20 l Sl)LC-lAD DL 2249 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirm eel 0:20 AM/0 1: 17 Economy I Y 
PM 

ConfirmecD7 I 1 7-07 I 18 

ConfirmecD5: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009019-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL56 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Lindberg Field, Terminal 2 
San Diego, California, United States 
10:20 AM Monday, July 17 2017 
Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
01:17PM Monday, July 17 2017 

1 hour(s) and 57 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 
Airbus Industrie A320 
17 A (Non smoking, Window) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles I 1007.234 kilometers 
275.44lbs/125.2 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton 
Address: 

Tel: 
Fax: + 1 (801) 523-8500 

Check In/Check Monday, July 17 2017- Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Out: 
Status: 
Number of 

Confirmed 
1 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009019-00002 



Persons: 
Number of Rooms: 1 
Number of Nights: 1 
Rate per night: USD 209.00 plus tax and any additional fees 
Guaranteed: Yes 
Confirmation: CI293BIT 
Corp. Discount: XXXXD 
C02 Emissions: Per night is approximately 63.8 lbs/29 kgs 
Additional NON SMOKING 
Information: 
Remarks: CANCEL 24 HOURS PRIOR TO 6PM DAY OF ARRIVAL 

HOTEL PER DIEM- $115.00 
CREDIT CARD REQUIRED AT CHECK IN 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2249 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11 :28 PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 73 7-800 Passenger 
30F (Non smoking, Window) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles I 2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 kgs 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009019-00003 



FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
TICKET IS NON REFUNDABLE/NON TRANSFERABLE. 
CHANGES SUBJECT TO PENAL TIES PLUS FARE INCREASE. 
SOME CARRIERS REQUIRE CANCELLATION PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
OR YOUR TICKET MAY HAVE NOV ALUE. CALL THE TRAVEL OFFICE 
FOR CHANGES OR CANCELLATION OF THIS TRIP 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

16Jul/04:58PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

719.40 USD 235.34 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: 
DL56 17Jul REFUND CHANGE 
DL2249 18Jul 

USD 719.40 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009019-00004 



I I MAY APPLY I MAY APPLY I 
All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Sun 7/16/2017 9:06:05 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

SLC 
DL56 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty 
Kimpton 

07 I 18/20 l Sl)LC-lAD DL 2249 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirm eel 0:20 AM/0 1: 17 Economy I Y 
PM 

ConfirmecD7 I 1 7-07 I 18 

ConfirmecD5: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009020-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL56 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Lindberg Field, Terminal 2 
San Diego, California, United States 
10:20 AM Monday, July 17 2017 
Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
01:17PM Monday, July 17 2017 

1 hour(s) and 57 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 
Airbus Industrie A320 
17 A (Non smoking, Window) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles I 1007.234 kilometers 
275.44lbs/125.2 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton 
Address: 

Tel: 
Fax: + 1 (801) 523-8500 

Check In/Check Monday, July 17 2017- Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Out: 
Status: 
Number of 

Confirmed 
1 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009020-00002 



Persons: 
Number of Rooms: 1 
Number of Nights: 1 
Rate per night: USD 209.00 plus tax and any additional fees 
Guaranteed: Yes 
Confirmation: CI293BIT 
Corp. Discount: XXXXD 
C02 Emissions: Per night is approximately 63.8 lbs/29 kgs 
Additional NON SMOKING 
Information: 
Remarks: CANCEL 24 HOURS PRIOR TO 6PM DAY OF ARRIVAL 

HOTEL PER DIEM- $115.00 
CREDIT CARD REQUIRED AT CHECK IN 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL2249 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Salt Lake City International Airport, 2 -
Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11 :28 PM Tuesday, July 18 2017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator: H4BZ8I 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 73 7-800 Passenger 
30F (Non smoking, Window) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles I 2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 kgs 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009020-00003 



FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
TICKET IS NON REFUNDABLE/NON TRANSFERABLE. 
CHANGES SUBJECT TO PENAL TIES PLUS FARE INCREASE. 
SOME CARRIERS REQUIRE CANCELLATION PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
OR YOUR TICKET MAY HAVE NOV ALUE. CALL THE TRAVEL OFFICE 
FOR CHANGES OR CANCELLATION OF THIS TRIP 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

16Jul/04 :06PM 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 235.34 USD 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 
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Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 

Sent: Thur 7/13/2017 8:02:16 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 17Jul 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 553.70 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 106 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
Ticket Amount: 519.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA ************8060 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009021-00001 



Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

SLC 
DL 106 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty 
Kimpton 

07 I 18/20 l Sl)LC-lAD DL 2249 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD1:15 PM/04:05 Economy I L 
PM 

ConfirmecD7 I 1 7-07 I 18 

ConfirmecD5: 17 PM/11 :28 Economy I U 
PM 

ED_001523_00009021-00002 



FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009021-00003 



48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

13Jui/03:02PM 

Air Car Hotel 

519.40 USD 235.34 USD 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions 
before departure 

Air 
DL106 17Jul Total: 

REFUND 
DL2249 18Jul USD 519.40 

RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

Rail Other 

Change restrictions 
after ticketing Ticket information 

CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 13Jul/8:02 PM UTC 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009021-00004 



17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009021-00005 



TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 553.70 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 1 06 from San Diego CA to Salt Lake City UT on July 17 
Delta Air Lines Flight 2249 from Salt Lake City UT to Washington DC on July 18 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068608101711 
Invoice Number: 000171549 
ificket Amount: 519.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Service Fee Number: 8900694742470 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************8060 

Travel Summary- Agency Record l.iliocator W.OO~W 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04PT8 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
0711712017 SAN-SLC DL 106 Confirmed 
0711712017 SLC Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton Confirmed 
07/18/2017 SLC-IAD DL2249 Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive 
01 :15PMI04:05PM 
07117-07118 
05:17PMI11 :28PM 

Class/Type 
Economy I L 

Economy IU 

ED_001523_00009022-00001 



Lindberg Field,Terminal2 
San Diego, California, United States 
01:15PM 172017 

Salt Lake City International Airport2- Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
04:05PM 17 2017 

1 hour(s) and 50 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:H4BZ81 
Boeing 737-900 Passenger 
16D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

626 miles /1007.234 kilometers 
275.44 lbs/125.2 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIO['(l)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-I N/RESTRI CTIONS/LI MIT ATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHECKVV\MN.DEL TA.COM 

Monaco Salt Lake Cty Kimpton 
ddress: 

heck In/Check Out: 

Number of Persons: 
Number of Rooms: 
Number of Nights: 
Rate per night: 

uaranteed: 
onfirmation: 

Monday, July 17 2017- Tuesday, July 18 2017 
Confirmed 
1 

USD 209.00 plus tax and any additional fees 
Yes 
CI293BIT 

orp. Discount: XXXXD 
02 Emissions: Per night is approximately 63.8 lbs/29 kgs 

Additionallnformation: NONSMOKING 
Remarks: CANCEL24 HOURSPRI ORTO 6PM DAY OF ARRIVAL 

HOTELPERDIEM-$115.00 
CREDITCARDREQUIREIJ\TCHECKIN 

Salt Lake City International Airport2- Terminal Unit 2 
Salt Lake City, Utah, United States 
05:17PM 18 2017 

Dulles lntl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
11:28PM I 182017 

4 hour(s) and 11 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:H4BZ81 

Food For Purchase 
Boeing 737-800 Passenger 
17D (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

1822 miles /2931.598 kilometers 
801.68 lbs/364.4 
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Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>Rl ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOMLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

13Jui/03:02PM 

Estimated trip total 7:54.'74-t.ISB 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

519.40 USD 235.34 USD 

Eare details: ""IJicketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION~ 

DL 106 17 Jul 
DL2249 18Jul 

USD 519.40 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 6/19/2017 4:35:13 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 05Jun 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 243.90 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 13 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606599499 
Invoice Number: 000168248 
Ticket Amount: 2,046.36 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068606598747 
Old Ticket Value: 1,842.36 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee: 0.00 USD 
Add/Collect: 204.00 USD 
Credit Amount for Future Travel: -0.00 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 
Ticket Amount: 0.00 USD 
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Service Fee Number: 8900693780995 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009023-00002 



CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 
CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORT/VISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTA AUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 

** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

** 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

19Jun/ll :35AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required 
(Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and 
goods related to your travel. 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air 
DL3433 05Jun Total: 
DL444 05Jun USD 0.00 

REFUND CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS DL445 13Jun 

DL4153 13Jun MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
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All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 243.90 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 13 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068606599499 
Invoice Number: 000168248 
~icket Amount: 2,046.36 USD 
Prior Ticket: 00686065987 4 7 
Old Ticket Value: 1,842.36 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee:O.OO USD 
fl\dd/Collect: 204.00 USD 
Credit Amount for Future Travel: -0.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 
~icket Amount: 0.00 USD 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780995 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

([ravel Summary- ~gency Record llli.ocator NI8~3~S 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
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Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 
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Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI De:> HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHEC'r0/lfWVI/. CDC.GOV /TRAVBE.ORTRAVELHEAL THAD VI SORI ES 
PROPERDOCUMENTATIO~ REQUI REO:ORENTRYl NTO 

RRIVALCOUNTRY 
CHECKWVWV.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRYTRAVELADVI SORI ES 
CONT ACTTHEDESI GNATEI130VERNMEN1'\GENCY1 NY OUR 
COUNTRYOFCITIZENSHIIfl"ORPASSPORTNISREQUIREMENTS. 

RAVELINTOU.S.MAYREQUIREESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
ISITHTTPS://EST A.CBP.DHS.G~RDET AILS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 

IRPORTFEESMAYBE COLLECTEQJPONARRIVAL 

CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

DESTI NATIOf\F.ORTHELATESll NFORMATIO~LEASECHECK 

19Jun/11 :35AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requireme1 
regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 

Fare details: '!J"icketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
DL3433 05Jun 

Total: REFUNCRESTRICTI ONS CHANGERESTRICTION!: 
DL444 05Jun 
DL445 13Jun 

USDO.OO MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

DL4153 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 
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Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 19Jun/4:35 PM UTC 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
do-not-reply@concursolutions.com 
Thur 4/27/2017 5:50:05 PM 
ConcurGov Correspondence 

dravis.samantha@epa.gov 

Your Auth AUTH192353 was just stamped PREPARED by 
INGE, CAROLYN Rena. 

You can access ConcurGov at: https://cge.concursolutions.com 
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRA VEL. COM] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 3:09:38 PM 
Subject: Authorization Required: Travel for Dravis/Samantha K *Travel date- 27Apr17 * REF: 
RFX3MQ 

Name: DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
Locator: RFX3MQ 
Travel Date: 27 Apr 
Booking Pee: 2F8M 

Please ensure that your travel authorization is approved at least 72 hour prior to departure 
to enable ticketing and avoid possible cancellation. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

AA2117 ConfirmedlO:OO PM/11:12 Economy I G 
LGA PM 

AA 4565* Confirmed09:00 AM/I 0:26 Economy I G 
DCA AM 
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American Airlines Flight AA2117 Economy 
Depart: Ronald Reagan National, Terminal C 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
IJaillOa?Ma~yJ~l7 <20 17 
New York, New York, United States 
11:12 PM Thursday, April27 2017 
1 hour(s) and 12 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- American Airlines Record Locator: JKURIO 
Embraer 190 
25D (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
214 miles I 344.326 kilometers 
117.7lbsl53.5 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-INIRESTRICTIONSILIMITA TIONSISECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.AA.COM 

American Airlines Flight AA4565 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

LaGuardia Airport 
New York, New York, United States 
09:00AM Friday, April28 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal C 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
10:26 AM Friday, April28 2017 

1 hour(s) and 26 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- American Airlines Record Locator: JKURIO 
Embraer 175 
Republic Airlines As American Eagle 
10D (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
214 miles I 344.326 kilometers 
117.7lbsl53.5 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
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FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

Email generated on 27 Apr/3:09PM UTC 
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRA VEL. COM] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 3:09:39 PM 
Subject: Final Notice: Authorization Required: Travel for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K *Travel date-
27 Apr17 * REF: RFX3MQ 

Name: DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
Locator: RFX3MQ 
Travel Date: 27 Apr 
Booking PCC: 2F8M 

We have not received your authorization to travel for the trip referenced below. The airline 
cancels reservations that are not ticketed 48 hours in advance of departure. If you intend to 
go on this trip, you must rebook the trip and receive your authorization to travel as soon as 
possible. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

AA2117 ConfirmedlO:OO PM/11:12 Economy I G 
LGA PM 

AA 4565* Confirmed09:00 AM/I 0:26 Economy I G 
DCA AM 
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American Airlines Flight AA2117 Economy 

American Airlines Flight AA4565 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

LaGuardia Airport 
New York, New York, United States 
09:00AM Friday, April28 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, Terminal C 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
10:26 AM Friday, April28 2017 

1 hour(s) and 26 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- American Airlines Record Locator: JKURIO 
Embraer 175 
Republic Airlines As American Eagle 
10D (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
214 miles I 344.326 kilometers 
117.7lbs/53.5 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
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*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 

Email generated on 27 Apr/3:09PM UTC 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Thur 4/27/2017 3:14:22 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 27Apr 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 144.70 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

American Airlines Flight 2117 from Washington DC to New York NY on April27 
American Airlines Flight 4565 from New York NY to Washington DC on April 28 (Operated 
By: Republic Airlines As American Eagle) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0017920699734 
Invoice Number: 000165194 
Ticket Amount: 110.40 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693276974 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 
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Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

AA2117 ConfirmedlO:OO PM/11:12 Economy I G 
LGA PM 

AA 4565* Confirmed09:00 AM/I 0:26 Economy I G 
DCA AM 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

27 Apr/1 0:14AM 

Air Car Hotel 

110.40 USD 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions 
before departure 

Air 
AA2117 27Apr Total: 

USD 110.40 REFUND 
AA4565* 28Apr RESTRICTIONS MAY 

APPLY 

Rail Other 

Change restrictions 
after ticketing Ticket information 

CHANGE 
RESTRICTIONS MAY 
APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 
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Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 27 Apr/3:14PM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

01/icket Receipt 
Total Amount: 144.70 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

f.merican Airlines Flight 2117 from Washington DC to New York NY on April 27 
f.merican Airlines Flight 4565 from New York NY to Washington DC on April 2(Dperated By: Republic Airlines As American 
Eagle) 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0017920699734 
Invoice Number: 000165194 
~icket Amount: 110.40 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693276974 
Service Fee Amount: 34.30 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

iEravel Summary- Agency Record Llliocator RI~3NI(I 
Traveler 
DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
04/27/2017 DC A-LGA AA2117 Confirmed 
04/28/2017 LGA-DCA AA4565* Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
10:00PM/11 :12PM Economy /G 
09:00 AM/1 0:26AM Economy /G 

ED_001523_00009031-00001 



Ronald Reagan National, TerminaC 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
10:00PMTh 1272017 
LaGuardia Airport, Terminal C 
New York, New York, United States 
11:12PM il272017 
1 hour(s) and 12 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- American Airlines Record Locator:JKURIO 
Embraer 190 
25D (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
214 miles I 344.326 kilometers 
117.71bs/53.5 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIOf'Q)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHECKWWW.AA.COM 
NO FREQUENlFL YERI NYOURPROFI LS::ORCARRIER300KED 

LaGuardia Airport 
New York, New York, United States 
09:00AM F i il 28 2017 
Ronald Reagan National, TerminaC 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
10:26AM F i i 282017 
1 hour(s) and 26 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- American Airlines Record Locator:JKURIO 
Embraer 175 
Republic Airlines As American Eagle 
10D (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
214 miles I 344.326 kilometers 
117.71bs/53.5 
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Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI Ds=>HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 
CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHT3)R 120M I NUTES:ORI NTERNATIONAL 
CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIESV ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOMLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

27Apr/10:14AM 

Estimated trip total '1 '1 0.40 l.JSD 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

110.40USD 

~tare details: if'icketec:l 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION~ 

AA2117 27Apr 
AA4565* 28Apr 

USD110.40 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 27Apr/3:14 PM UTC 
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRA VEL. COM] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Wed 4/12/2017 2:54:07 PM 
Subject: Authorization Required: Travel for Dravis/Samantha K *Travel date- 01Jun17 * REF: 
M8P3PS 

Name: DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
Locator: M8P3PS 
Travel Date: OlJun 
Booking Pee: 2F8M 

Please ensure that your travel authorization is approved at least 72 hour prior to departure 
to enable ticketing and avoid possible cancellation. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: Not Applicable 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/0l/201DCA-JFKDL 3694* 
06/01/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD5:05 PM/06:45 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I K 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_001523_00009032-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL3694 Economy 
Depart: Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
atShHPJMffilmljdanyt JlimmlilOO 147 
New York, New York, United States 
06:45PM Thursday, June 1 2017 
1 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
16B (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
212 miles I 341.108 kilometers 
116.6lbsl53 kgs 

Remarks: FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-INIRESTRICTIONSILIMITA TIONSISECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Thursday, June 1 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Friday, June 2 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
11 hour(s) and 15 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
Assigned at Check-in 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL445 Economy 
Depart: Fiumicino, Terminal 1 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Rome, Italy 
lahll<FPJMffirndyhiytlT Uli'mlhlrOO ll7 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Lunch 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
38C (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08: 17 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
lOB (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbsl56.75 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
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TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 

Email generated on 12Apr/2:54 PM UTC 
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Thomasson, Russell (WAS-CAS) (RThomasson@cassidy.com)[RThomasson@cassidy.com] 
Belwood, Mike E. 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Mon 4/10/2017 7:28:15 PM 
Arconic Meeting 

Samantha: 

Thank you for taking time out of a very busy schedule to meet with me and discuss the interests 
of Arconic and the aluminum industry in the CAFE Mid-Term Evaluation. Your insights into the 
process were very helpful. As discussed, we would be happy to facilitate a more in-depth 
discussion with the team at EPA working on the evaluation and answer any questions the group 
may have regarding the aluminum industry and how our products perform on some of the best 
cars and trucks in the market. We are particularly interested in ensuring that both EPA and 
NHTSA have the information needed to make informed decisions. 

In the meantime, if you have any further questions of me, please don't hesitate to ask. 

Michael E. Belwood 

Vice President, Government Affairs 

Arconic 

1050 K St NW, Suite 1100 

Washington, DC 20001 

(0) +1 202-956-5315 

(C) +1 812-604-0530 
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To: lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
inge.carolyn14@yahoo.com[inge.carolyn14@yahoo.com]; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: Concur 
Sent: Wed 3/8/2017 12:23:16 PM 
Subject: Trip from Washington to Houston 

This itinerary emailed by request of CAROLYN Rena INGE (INGE.CAROL YN@EPA.GOV, 
inge.carolyn14@yahoo.com) on 3/8/2017 7:23:10 AM 

Trip Overview 

Trip Name: Trip from Washington to Houston 
Start Date: March 08, 2017 
End Date: March 09, 2017 
Created: March 05,2017, SAMANTHA DRAVIS (Modified: March 08, 2017) 
Description: Traveling with the Administrator 
Agency Record Locator: L9SN3M 
Ticket Number(s): 0067917897072 
Passengers: Samantha K Dravis 
Total Estimated Cost: $1,053.60 USD 
Agency Name: BCD_EPA 
Agency Name: EPA 

Reservations 

Wednesday, March 08, 2017 

Flight Washington, DC (DCA) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 

Delta 2490 

Departure: 07:25 PM 
Seat: 19C (Confirmed) 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminai:B 
Duration: 2 hours, 6 minutes 
Nonstop 

Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed Arrival: 09:31 PM 

Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminai:S 

Air Frequent Flyer Number:DL-6982016971 

Additional Details 

Aircraft: Airbus A321 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Distance: 547 miles 
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Emissions: 235.2 lbs C02 

Cabin: Economy (Y) Meal: No Meal Served 

Remarks 

FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIM IT A TIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DEL TA.COM 

53 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Houston, TX (IAH) 

Delta 2319 

Departure: 1 0:24 PM 
Seat: 16A (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminai:S 
Duration: 2 hours, 20 minutes 
Nonstop 

Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed Arrival: 11 :44 PM 

George Bush Intercontinental (IAH) 
Terminai:A 

Air Frequent Flyer Number:DL-6982016971 

Additional Details 

Aircraft: Douglas MD-85 

Emissions: 295.0 lbs C02 

Cabin: Economy (U) 

Thursday, March 09, 2017 

Distance: 686 miles 

Meal: No Meal Served 

Flight Houston, TX (IAH) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 

Delta 1718 

Departure: 05:12PM 
Seat:34D (Confirmed) 
George Bush Intercontinental (IAH) 
Terminai:A 
Duration: 2 hours, 5 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 08:17PM 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminai:S 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number:DL-6982016971 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009035-00002 



Additional Details 

Aircraft: Douglas MD-85 

E-Ticket 

Emissions: 295.0 lbs C02 

Cabin: Economy (Y) 

48 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 

Distance: 686 miles 

Meal: No Meal Served 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Washington, DC (DCA) 

Delta 374 

Departure: 09:05 PM 
Seat:16F (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminai:S 
Duration: 1 hour, 49 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 10:54 PM 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminai:B 

Additional Details 

Aircraft: Airbus A320 

E-Ticket 

Emissions: 235.2 lbs C02 

Cabin: Economy (Y) 

Total Estimated Cost 

Air 
Ticket Number: 0067917897072: 
Taxes and fees: 

Total Estimated Cost: 
On-line Check-in 

Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number:DL-6982016971 

Distance: 54 7 miles 

Meal: No Meal Served 

$937.68 USD 
$115.92 USD 

$1,053.60 USD 

You can check-in on-line up to 24 hours before your flight. You may print your boarding pass at your 
home or office to avoid ticket counters and kiosks and go right to security. Click the Check-in button to 
find out more. 

Confirmation: F7DGSC 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009035-00003 



17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009035-00004 



Flight# DL2490 from DCA -> A TL 
{2 hours and 6 m ins.) Layover of 53 mins. Flight# 2319 

from A TL -> IAH 
{2 hours and 20 mins.) 

20170309T002500Z 

Version 
2.0 

METHOD 
PUBLISH 

Start Date/Time 
20170309T002500Z 

End Date/Time 
20170309T054400Z 

DTSTAMP 
20170309T002500Z 

Location 

Summary 
Flight# DL2490 from DCA-> ATL 

(2 hours and 6 m ins.) Layover of 53 mins. Flight# 2319 from ATL -> IAH 
(2 hours and 20 mins.) 

Description 
Trip Overview 

Trip Name: Trip from Washington to Houston 
Start Date: March 08, 2 017 
End Date: March 09, 2017 
Created: March 05\, 2017, SAMANTHA DRAVIS (Modified: March 08, 2017) \nDescription: Traveling with 
the Administrator \nAgency Record Locator: L9SN3M 
Ticket Number(s): 0067917897072 
Passengers: Samantha K Dravis 
To tal Estimated Cost: $ 1 ,053.60 USD 
Agency Name: BCD_EPA 
Agency Name: EPA 

Reservations 

Wednesday, March 08, 2017 

Flight Washington, DC (DCA) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 
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Delta 2490 

Departure: 07:25 P M 
Seat: 19C (Confirmed) 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminal: B 
Duration: 2 hours, 6 minu tes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 09:31 PM 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-698 2016971 
Aircraft: Airbus A321 
Distance: 547 miles 
Emissions: 235.2 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy ( Y) 
Meal: No Meal Served 
Remarks 
FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-I N/RESTR ICTIONS/LI MIT ATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.D EL TA.COM 

53 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arp t (ATL) 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Houston, T X (IAH) 

Delta 2319 

Departure: 10:24 PM 
Seat: 16A (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Duration: 2 hours, 20 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 11:44 PM 
George Bush Intercontinental (I AH) 
Terminal: A 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Co nfirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 \nAircraft: Douglas MD-85 
Distance: 686 miles 
Em issions: 295.0 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy (U) 
M eal: No Meal Served 

Thursday, March 09, 2017 

Flight Houston, TX (IAH) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 
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Delta 1718 

Departure: 05:12PM 
Seat: 34D (Confirmed) 
George Bush Inter continental (IAH) 
Terminal: A 
Duration: 2 hours, 5 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 08:17PM 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Confirmation: F7DG SC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 
Aircraft: Douglas MD-85 
Distance: 686 miles 
E-Ticket 
Emissions: 295.0 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy (Y) 
Meal: No Meal Served 
\n48 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Washington, DC (DCA) 

\nDelta 374 

Departure: 09:05 PM 
Seat: 16F (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S \nDuration: 1 hour, 49 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 10:54 PM 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminal: B 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed \nAir Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 
Aircraft: Airbus A320 
Distance: 547 miles 
E-Ticket \nEmissions: 235.2 lbs CO2 
Cabin: Economy (Y) \nMeal: No Meal Served 

Total Estimated Cost 

Air 
Ticket Number: 00679 17897072: $ 937.68 USD 
Taxes and fees: $ 115 .92 USD 
Total Estimated Cost: $ 1 ,053.60 USD \n 
On-line Check-in 

Delta Check-in 

You can check-in on-line up to 24 hours before your flight. You may print your boarding pass at your 
home or office to avoid ticket counters and kiosks and go right to security. Click the Check-in button to f 
ind out more. 
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Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Remarks 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT \nTHE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTS IDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY S ERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 T 0 ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY1 5 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 

CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. \n*********************************** 
CHECK-IN T IMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMES TIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

36A5BDC7 -4 7BB-4DCC-8362-001 F2ADD1852-2017 -03-09T00:25:00.000Z-2017 -03-
09T05:44:00.000Z@concursolutions.com 

Priority 
3 

Time Transparency 
OPAQUE 

TRIGGER 
-PT180M 

REPEAT 
2 

DURATION 
PT60M 

ACTION 
DISPLAY 

Description 
3 Hours to your flight DCA-> IAH 
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Flight# DL 1718 from IAH -> A TL 
{2 hours and 5 m ins.) Layover of 48 mins. Flight# 37 4 

from ATL- >DCA 
{1 hour and 49 mins.) 

20170309T231200Z 

Version 
2.0 

METHOD 
PUBLISH 

Start Date/Time 
20170309T231200Z 

End Date/Time 
20170310T035400Z 

DTSTAMP 
20170309T231200Z 

Location 

Summary 
Flight# DL 1718 from IAH -> ATL 

(2 hours and 5 m ins.) Layover of48 mins. Flight# 374 from ATL- >DCA 
(1 hour and 49 mins.) 

Description 
Trip Overview 

Trip Name: Trip from Washington to Houston 
Start Date: March 08, 2 017 
End Date: March 09, 2017 
Created: March 05\, 2017, SAMANTHA DRAVIS (Modified: March 08, 2017) \nDescription: Traveling with 
the Administrator \nAgency Record Locator: L9SN3M 
Ticket Number(s): 0067917897072 
Passengers: Samantha K Dravis 
To tal Estimated Cost: $ 1 ,053.60 USD 
Agency Name: BCD_EPA 
Agency Name: EPA 

Reservations 

Wednesday, March 08, 2017 

Flight Washington, DC (DCA) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 
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Delta 2490 

Departure: 07:25 P M 
Seat: 19C (Confirmed) 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminal: B 
Duration: 2 hours, 6 minu tes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 09:31 PM 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-698 2016971 
Aircraft: Airbus A321 
Distance: 547 miles 
Emissions: 235.2 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy ( Y) 
Meal: No Meal Served 
Remarks 
FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-I N/RESTR ICTIONS/LI MIT ATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.D EL TA.COM 

53 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arp t (ATL) 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Houston, T X (IAH) 

Delta 2319 

Departure: 10:24 PM 
Seat: 16A (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Duration: 2 hours, 20 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 11:44 PM 
George Bush Intercontinental (I AH) 
Terminal: A 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Co nfirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 \nAircraft: Douglas MD-85 
Distance: 686 miles 
Em issions: 295.0 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy (U) 
M eal: No Meal Served 

Thursday, March 09, 2017 

Flight Houston, TX (IAH) to Atlanta, GA (ATL) 
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Delta 1718 

Departure: 05:12PM 
Seat: 34D (Confirmed) 
George Bush Inter continental (IAH) 
Terminal: A 
Duration: 2 hours, 5 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 08:17PM 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S 
Confirmation: F7DG SC 
Status: Confirmed 
Air Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 
Aircraft: Douglas MD-85 
Distance: 686 miles 
E-Ticket 
Emissions: 295.0 lbs CO 2 
Cabin: Economy (Y) 
Meal: No Meal Served 
\n48 min layover at Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 

Flight Atlanta, GA (ATL) to Washington, DC (DCA) 

\nDelta 374 

Departure: 09:05 PM 
Seat: 16F (Confirmed) 
Hartsfield Inti Arpt (ATL) 
Terminal: S \nDuration: 1 hour, 49 minutes 
Nonstop 
Arrival: 10:54 PM 
Ronald Reagan National Arpt (DCA) 
Terminal: B 
Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Status: Confirmed \nAir Frequent Flyer Number: DL-6982016971 
Aircraft: Airbus A320 
Distance: 547 miles 
E-Ticket \nEmissions: 235.2 lbs CO2 
Cabin: Economy (Y) \nMeal: No Meal Served 

Total Estimated Cost 

Air 
Ticket Number: 00679 17897072: $ 937.68 USD 
Taxes and fees: $ 115 .92 USD 
Total Estimated Cost: $ 1 ,053.60 USD \n 
On-line Check-in 

Delta Check-in 

You can check-in on-line up to 24 hours before your flight. You may print your boarding pass at your 
home or office to avoid ticket counters and kiosks and go right to security. Click the Check-in button to f 
ind out more. 
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Confirmation: F7DGSC 
Remarks 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT \nTHE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTS IDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY S ERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 T 0 ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY1 5 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 

CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. \n*********************************** 
CHECK-IN T IMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMES TIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

36A5BDC7 -4 7BB-4DCC-8362-001 F2ADD1852-2017 -03-09T23:12:00.000Z-2017 -03-
1 OT03:54:00.000Z@concursolutions.com 

Priority 
3 

Time Transparency 
OPAQUE 

TRIGGER 
-PT180M 

REPEAT 
2 

DURATION 
PT60M 

ACTION 
DISPLAY 

Description 
3 Hours to your flight IAH -> DCA 
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To: R.us_s..e.IL.D.Lao.o~JQ.i.a..o.o~_ .. Ru.s.s~ll@lhs.m.a.rlsit.c.omL_. _______________________________________________________________________________________ _ 
Cc: L._·-·-·-·-·r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-···-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~~~~~J!~I.~~;,u_r~!Y-.P..~~~i.!I!=_~;-~'-~~:-.?~!!=_~---~~{~.~:.?_F _______ =-·-·T·-·-·~·-·-···~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·Pe.rs·o-nai"Sec-urlty-tietafi/Ex~-6/EX. i"ci"Ex~·7 ElEx-~-i"F ___ -·-·-·-·: Davis, Ga i I[Da vis. Ga i l@e pa. g ov]; Hale, 
'·MTcii.elie[h-aie:mlch"eTie@epa·.-9ovrtYr~ivls:-·sa"rnaillfia[cfravis-.. sa-mantha@epa .govJ 
From: Davis, Gail 
Sent: Thur 3/2/2017 9:51:21 PM 
Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! ! Personal SecuntyDetalliEx OIEx 7CIEx 7EIEx 7F r-
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i ! PersonaiSecuntyDetalliExOIEx7CIEx7EIEx7F r 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Russell, Dianne [mailto:Dianne.Russell@ihsmarkit.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 2:51 PM 
To: Davis, Gail <Davis.Gail@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 

From: Davis, Gail '-'-'-"===-=-=====~J 
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 12:18 PM 
To: Russell, Dianne 
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Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 

From: Russell, Dianne •"-'-'.==:::.:.=~~===~=-'-'~==-'-'• 
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 12:09 PM 
To: Davis, Gail 
Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 

From: Davis, Gail '"'-====-'-'=.:=====-='-'-J 
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 10:10 AM 
To: Russell, Dianne 
Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 
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From: Russell, Dianne •"-'-"==::..::.=~~==~'-'-='-'-=::..==~• 
Sen.t._T~_l!.~~.9~YL_~_§E~~-.Q?.L~.Q_1_!_§U._1_.h.M_._·_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: i Personal Security Detail/Ex. 6/Ex. 7C/Ex. 7E/Ex. 7F i '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-' ~~=~~~=.!.!. 
Cc: Hale, Michelle Davis, Gail 
Subject: RE: Registration -Administrator Scott Pruitt 
Importance: High 

Hello Ladies, 

We are delighted that Administrator Scott Pruitt is joining us for CERA Week 2017! 
Below is the information I have on file. Kindly respond to this email with any changes, 
updates, or missing information as soon as possible in order for me to confirm his 
speaking role and register him for CERA Week 2017. 

Please send me his travel itinerary as soon as possible so I may secure a hotel room for 
him as well. 

Scott Pruitt 

Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

· ??MISSING?? 

· 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Mail Code I lOlA, Washington, 
DC 20460 0265 

??MISSING?? 

Millan Hupp 

r·-·-Personif_E.mafi/E"x:·-s·-·-1 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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. (918) 671-4387 

??MISSING?? 

Yes No 

On February 17, 2017, the United States Senate confirmed Scott Pmitt as the 14th 
Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Administrator Pruitt believes that 
promoting and protecting a strong and healthy environment is among the lifeblood priorities of 
the government, and that EPA is vital to that mission. 

As Administrator, Mr. Pruitt's overarching goal is to lead EPA in a way so that our future 
generations inherit a better and healthier environment, as he works with the thousands of 
dedicated public servants at EPA who have devoted their careers to helping realize this shared 
vision, while faithfully administering environmental laws. 

Most recently, Administrator Pruitt served as the Attorney General for Oklahoma. Almost 
immediately upon taking office, he worked with his Democratic counterpart in Arkansas to reach 
agreement to study the water quality of the Illinois River, which crosses the border between the 
two states and has been enjoyed by generations of Oklahomans. The Statement of Joint 
Principles provides for a best science study using EPA-approved methods, with both states 
agreeing, for the first time, to be bound by the outcome. 

Also during his tenure as Oklahoma's Attorney General, Mr. Pruitt led an historic water rights 
settlement between Oklahoma, Oklahoma City and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribal Nations 
that preserved the ecosystems of scenic lakes and rivers on native lands. The agreement, which 
required Congressional approval, was enacted into Section 3608 of Public Law 114-322 and 
signed in December 2016. It provides a framework that fosters intergovernmental collaboration 
on significant water resource concerns with the settlement area, while at the same time protecting 
existing water rights and affirming the state's role in water rights permitting and administration. 

Water settlement cases can be lengthy, costly, divisive and dismptive; however under Pruitt's 
forward-thinking leadership, the process was hailed by all parties as one of commitment, hard 
work, perseverance and cooperation. 

Administrator Pruitt became a national leader through a career of advocating to keep power in 
the hands of hard-working Americans. He has a proven track record of working with others
including industry, farmers, ranchers, landowners and small business owners- who want to do 
the right thing by the environment. 

He has dedicated his career to creating policy that serves the people. He strongly believes that 
environmental law, policy and progress are all based on cooperation between the states, 
cooperation between the states and EPA, and cooperation between regulators and the public. As 
Attorney General for Oklahoma, he led the state's legal challenges against property rights 
intmsion, while protecting Oklahoma's natural resources and environment. 
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He is recognized as a national leader in the cause to restore the proper balance between the states 
and federal government, and he established Oklahoma's first federalism unit to combat 
unwarranted regulation and overreach by the federal government. 

Before being elected attorney general, he served eight years in the Oklahoma State Senate where 
he was a leading voice for fiscal responsibility. 

After earning his Bachelor's Degree from Georgetown College and graduating from the 
University of Tulsa College of Law, Scott went into private legal practice, specializing in 
constitutional law. 

In addition to his life as a civil servant, Administrator Pruitt is a successful entrepreneur. As a co
owner and managing general partner of Oklahoma City's Triple-A minor league baseball 
affiliate, the Oklahoma City Redhawks, Mr. Pruitt took over the team's marketing operations and 
helped the team become one of the minor league leaders in attendance and merchandise sales. 

Scott Pruitt is, first and foremost, a family man. Scott and Marlyn, his wife of 27 years, proudly 
raised their daughter, McKenna, and son, Cade, in Tulsa. Scott has made it a priority to pass on 
to his children the same principled family values with which he was raised. 

For additional attendee hotel reservations, please click: 

Note: I recommend you book the hotel early, as the main conference hotel, the Hilton Americas, 
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tends to sell out. Additional information for IHS CERA Week 2017 can be found on our website 
m,~~~==~~==~~~ 

If you have any problems or concerns, feel free to contact me anytime. 

Best regards, 

Dianne 

From: L~:~~:~~:~~~~(~~~~~~i~:~~:~!~:~~~:~~:~!.~~~~~~!:~~~:~~~~~~~:?.~:J 
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 9:03AM 
To:~==~~~==~ 
Cc: Russell, Dianne; Hale, Michelle; Davis, Gail 
Subject: Re: Registration 
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Thnx Doug! 

Dianne, I am headed off to Tulsa with the new Administrator Scott Pruitt. If you could reach out 
for Michelle Hale and Gail Davis - listed above - regarding registration and rooms. 

Regards 
f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
! i 
!PersonBISecuntyDetaii•E<O•E<7C•E<7E•E<7Fj 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

EPA 

Protective Services Detail 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 2, 2017, at 6:42AM, wrote: 

Hi Dianne: 

Sorry to bother you at such a busy time, but could you give some guidance to my friend[~~~~~~~~~J 
[·::~::~:.::_:::·:~::··]n EPA security below? I've already provided him with instructions for the EPA security 
agents to register online, but his inquiry concerns EPA staff instead of security. 

Could you get him pointed in the right direction? 

Many thanks, 

D. Sykes 
INTERPASS Ltd 
Cellular 336-462-2957 

-----Origlo.aLM~~S.9Q.e::.~.:::.:. _________________________________________________________ _ 
From: i Personal Security Detail/Ex. 6/Ex. 7C/Ex. 7E/Ex. 7F i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·--·--·-·- -·-·-·-·-·' 

To: dsykespro 
Sent: Wed, Mar 1, 2017 8:52pm 
Subject: Re: Registration 

Is there anywhere the staff can go about registration and rooms? 

~--·-·-·-·-: 
1 I 
i i 
i i 
i_ ________ j 
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Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 1, 2017, at 8:41 PM, wrote: 

I don't know about speakers, but security and executive protection agents can use the 
attached instructions to register online for a no-cost CERAWeek credential. 

Also attached is the CERA Week intelligence analysis and threat assessment that I just finished 
about ten minutes ago. Your new boss is in it. 

Thanks, 

D 

-----ongtn..9.LM.~?_s..9.9§l_~:::~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
F rom: i_ ___ !.'_e._r~?_n_a~--~~C:~.~i!~.?..~t~~~!~.~~-~~~~:-~C?.!~~:_.!.~!~.~:_.!.~---·j 
To: dsykespro 
Cc: Hale, Michelle Davis, Gail 
Sent: Wed, Mar 1, 2017 8:16pm 
Subject: Registration 

Doug, are speakers, their entourage and security details required to register? Paid 
registrations? 

What's up? I know you're busy . 

.B.e.ua.cd.s. ___________ _ 
i ! 
i ! 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
EPA 

Sent from my iPhone 

<»CW17 -LE&EP-REG. pdf> 

<» 17 -IP-CWINTELREP .pdf> 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Sun 6/11/2017 12:33:12 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 

06/l3/2011FK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

Confirmed12:30 PM/04:22 Economy I K 
PM 

Confirmed06:30 PM/08:17 Economy I K 
PM 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL445 Economy 
Depart: Fiumicino, Terminal 1 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Rome, Italy 
Jahll<FPJMffirndyhiytlT Uli'mlhlrOO ll7 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Lunch 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
16H (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Remarks: NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08: 17 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 

Remarks: NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 
CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORT/VISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTA AUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 
** 
CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 
** 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
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11Jun/07:33AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required 
(Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and 
goods related to your travel. 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air 
DL3433 05Jun Total: 
DL444 05Jun USD 0.00 

REFUND CHANGE 

DL445 13Jun RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 

DL4153* 13Jun MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 
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Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on llJun/12:33 PM UTC 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Grazia PERONE[G.Perone@baglionihotels.com] 
Angius Carlotta 
Wed 6/7/2017 8:31:28 AM 
Room change- BAGLIONI HOTEL REGINA 

Dear Ms. Dravis, 

We are contacting you further to your new reservation with US Embassy starting from today 
June 7th 2017. Due to security reasons, it will be necessary for you and for Ms. Greenwalt to 
change room upon your return to the Hotel. However, we are pleased to inform you that your 
new rooms will be located on the same floor next to each other. 

Please do not hesitate to contact us for any further assistance you might need. 

With our kindest regards, 

Carlotta 
F. 0. Shift Leader 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
reception.reginabaglioni@baglionihotels.com[reception.reginabaglioni@baglionihotels.com] 
reservations. reg inaroma@bag lion ihotels .com 

Sent: Fri 6/2/2017 9:56:31 PM 
Subject: Thank you for your reservation on Baglioni Hotel Regina: 5097888020268 

Dear Ms. Samantha Dravis 

Further to your request, we wish to thank you for your interest in the Baglioni Hotel 
Regina and we are pleased to confirm the reservation with the following details. 

Would you like to make your stay even more unforgettable with one of the additional 
services that Baglioni Hotels has exclusively designed for you?..;;;_;;;;=.:;..;;,_;;,.,;;,.=:.::..=;;;;.__._ 

Should you plan to travel to other destinations in Italy and Great Britain, please note that 
Baglioni Hotels has luxury properties also in Venice, Florence, Milan and London: it 
will be my pleasure to take care of your reservations. 

Reservation Info: 

Your confirmation number is: 5097858020268 

Baglioni Hotel Regina 
Via Veneto 72-00187, Rome (Italy) 
39-06-421111 

Book Date: 11:54 PM- Friday, June 02, 2017 
Arrival Date: Tuesday, June 06, 2017 
Departure Date: Wednesday, June 07, 2017 
Total stay: 1 night(s) 

Room Quantity: 1 

Number of Adults: 2 
Number of Children: 0 

Room: Deluxe Room 
Room Requests: 
Personal Comments: 

Rate Name: Baglioni Last Minute -
Book the special offer Baglioni Last Minute and enjoy up to 15% discount. The 
Baglioni Last Minute can only be booked last minute. Complimentary Wifi Access 
Promo Name: 
Promo Description: 
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Daily Rate: 
Tuesday, June 06, 2017 EUR 437.00 

Total Room rate: EUR 437.00 

VAT: EUR 43.70 

Total Charge: EUR 480.70 

Policies: 

-A valid credit card is required to guarantee booking. The hotel reserves the right to 
verify the validity of the credit card before Guests' arrival (either by requesting a 
preauthorization on the card or by contacting the credit card provider directly). 
Reservation can be cancelled by 12pm of the day before arrival date to avoid one night 
penalty. 

-Unless clearly stated all room rates do not include Breakfast. Supplement for American 
Buffet Breakfast is Euro 33,00 per person VAT included. 

- Our hotels are historical palaces therefore our rooms and suites are all unique, they 
might not correspond exactly to the image. 

- Family Policy: 1 Child from 0 to16 is welcome free of charge sharing the room with 2 
adults. 

-Check in time is from 2 p.m. and check out is at 12.00 noon. Early room assignment 
can only be guaranteed by pre-registration from the night before. In this case an extra 

room charge at the quoted rate will be applied. 

Our Chief Concierge will be pleased to assist you in arranging a private car transfer 
from the airport or train station and will always be available for any information 
concerning city tours, tour guides, special events and other suggestions about 
entertainment and leisure activities in our city. Please contact 

We are also delighted to recommend our restaurant "Brunella Lounge & Restaurant" 
where our Executive Chef Mr Luciano will spoil you with the best traditional cuisine, 

focusing on our regional menu. We will be pleased to book a table for you if you wish! 
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We look forward to welcoming you at our Baglioni Hotel Regina and please do not 
hesitate to contact us for any additional request. 

Sincerely yours, 

Maurizio D' Este 

Vice President and Area General Manager- Baglioni Hotel Regina 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Thur 6/1/2017 12:34:11 PM 
Subject: UPDATED 01Jun- Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 05Jun 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 243.90 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June 05 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 13 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606599499 
Invoice Number: 000168248 
Ticket Amount: 0.00 USD 
Prior Ticket: 0068606598747 
Old Ticket Value: 1,842.36 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee: 0.00 USD 
Add/Collect: 204.00 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 
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Service Fee Number: 8900693780995 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/05/201 DCA-JFKDL 3433 * 
06/05/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/13/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I K 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009046-00002 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Monday, June 5 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Tuesday, June 6 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
188 (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles /6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36 lbs/724.71 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
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Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 
Remarks: 

Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 
NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 
CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORTNISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 

01Jun/07:33AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security 
requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 
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Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 

Vendor Fare information Refund restrictions Change restrictions Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air Total: REFUND CHANGE 
DL3433* 05Jun USD 0.00 RESTRICTIONS MAY RESTRICTIONS MAY 
DL444 05Jun APPLY APPLY 
DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on OlJun/12:33 PM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

0Ficket Receipt 
Total Amount: 243.90 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June q!Dperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 05 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 1(Dperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

Electronic Ticket Number: 0068606599499 
Invoice Number: 000168248 
~icket Amount: 0.00 USD 
Prior Ticket: 00686065987 4 7 
Old Ticket Value: 1,842.36 USD 
Penalty/Exchange Fee:O.OO USD 
~dd/Collect: 204.00 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780995 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

0Fravel Summa!"Y - Agency Record l..iliocator MS~a~S 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
b6/05/2017 DCA-JFK DL 3433' Confirmed 
06/05/2017 JFK-FCO DL444 Confirmed 
06/13/2017 FCO-JFK DL445 Confirmed 
b6/13/2017 JFK-IAD DL4153' Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
02:40PM/03:57PM Economy /K 
07:35 PM/10:20 AM Economy /K 
12:30PM/04:22PM Economy /K 
06:30PM/08:17PM Economy I K 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40PM June 5 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57 PM June 5 2017 
1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
13A (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

212 miles /341.108 kilometers 
116.61bs/53 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIO['Q)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHECKVV\MN.DEL TA.COM 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM June 5 2017 
Fiumicino,Terminal3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM T , June 6 2017 
8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Dinner 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
188 (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles /6859.167 kilometers 
1 .36 lbs/724.71 

Fiumicino,Terminal1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22PM T June 13 2017 
9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Lunch 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
16H (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles /6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36 lbs/724.71 
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Remarks 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30 PM June 13 2017 

Dulles lntl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 
HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 

FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI Ds=>HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN""CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATIONBYTHEAIRLINESFNOTTICKETEQl\TLEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCBIVITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONstEQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECKWWW. CDC.GOV /TRAVBE.ORTRAVELHEAL THAD VI SORI ES 
PROPERDOCUMENTATIO~REQUIREO:ORENTRYlNTO 

RRIVALCOUNTRY 
CHECKWWW.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRYTRAVELADVI SORI ES 
CONT ACTTHEDESI GNATEI130VERNMEN1'\GENCY1 NY OUR 
COUNTRYOFCITIZENSHIIf'ORPASSPORTNISREQUIREMENTS. 

RAVELINTOU.S.MAYREQUIREESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
ISITHTTPS://EST A.CBP.DHS.GCFORDET AILS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 

IRPORTFEESMAYBE COLLECTEQJPONARRIVAL 

CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIES\1 ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

DESTI NATIOf\F.ORTHELATESll NFORMATIO~LEASECHECK 

01 Jun/07:34AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requireme1 
regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 
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Estimated trip total 0.()() l..JSil!l 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

Unavailable 

Ear:e details: TJ'iicketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
DL3433* 05Jun 

Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION~ 
DL444 05Jun 
DL445 13Jun 

USDO.OO MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

DL4153* 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document Please note that sam 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 01Jun/12:33 PM UTC 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Wed 5/31/20171:58:42 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/02/201DCA-JFKDL 3433* 

06/02/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMPremium Economy I 
w 

ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy IX 
AM+1 

Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009048-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL3433 Premium Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40PM Friday, June 2 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57PM Friday, June 2 2017 

1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
08B (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

212 miles I 341.108 kilometers 
116.6lbs/53 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Friday, June 2 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Saturday, June 3 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
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Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Remarks: NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL445 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Fiumicino, Terminal 1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Lunch 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
16H (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Remarks: NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Intl 
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Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 

Remarks: NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 
** 
CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORT/VISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTA AUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 
** 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009048-00004 



CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

31May/08:58AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required 
(Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and 
goods related to your travel. 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

1 ,842.36 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air 
DL3433* 02Jun Total: REFUND CHANGE DL444 02Jun USD 1 ,842.36 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 
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Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 31May/l :58 PM UTC 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Mon 5/22/2017 11:35:41 AM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 02Jun 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 1,882.26 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June 02 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 02 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 13 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606598747 
Invoice Number: 000167408 
Ticket Amount: 1,842.36 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780194 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 
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Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/02/201DCA-JFKDL 3433* 
06/02/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMEconomy I Y 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I X 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009049-00002 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Remarks: 

John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Friday, June 2 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Saturday, June 3 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
16G (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

4263 miles /6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36 lbs/724.71 kgs 

NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
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Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
FF Number: 

Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 
Remarks: 

Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYIOSG 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 
NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 

CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORTNISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

22May /06:35AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security 
requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 
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Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

1 ,842.36 USD 

Vendor Fare information Refund restrictions Change restrictions Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air Total: REFUND CHANGE 
DL3433* 02Jun USD 1 ,842.36 RESTRICTIONS MAY RESTRICTIONS MAY 
DL444 02Jun APPLY APPLY 
DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 22May/11:35 AM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Ticket Receipt 
Total Amount: 1,882.26 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June qDperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 02 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 1(Dperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606598747 
Invoice Number: 000167408 
ificket Amount: 1,842.36 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780194 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Travel Summary- ~gency Record L..ocator MB~g~s 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
06/02/2017 DCA-JFK DL 3433' Confirmed 
06/02/2017 JFK-FCO DL444 Confirmed 
06/13/2017 FCO-JFK DL445 Confirmed 
06/13/2017 JFK-IAD DL4153' Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
02:40PM/03:57PM Economy /Y 
07:35 PM/10:20 AM Economy /X 
12:30PM/04:22PM Economy /K 
06:30PM/08:17PM Economy I K 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40 PM June 2 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57 PM June 2 2017 
1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
188 (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

212 miles /341.108 kilometers 
116.61bs/53 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIO['Q)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-I N/RESTRI CTIONS/LI MIT ATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHEC~.DEL TA.COM 
NOFREQUENlFL YERINYOURPROFILEFORCARRIER300KED 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35 PM June 2 2017 
Fiumicino,Terminal3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Sa turd June 3 2017 
8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Dinner 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
16G (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
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Fiumicino,Terminal1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22PM June 13 2017 
9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Lunch 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
16H (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30 PM June 13 2017 
Dulles lntl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM T June 13 2017 
1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
XXXX016971- DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K 
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Remarks 
FOR 24/7TRAVElASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 

HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI DEPHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAIRRESERVATION~RESUBJECTTO 

CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION~NLESSI'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS>)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHEC'r0/lfWVI/. CDC.GOV /TRAVBE.ORTRAVELHEAL THAD VI SORI ES 
PROPERDOCUMENTATIO~REQUIREIJ'ORENTRYlNTO 

RRIVALCOUNTRY 
CHECKVWWV.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRYrRAVElADVI SORI ES 

CONT ACTTHEDESI GNATEI130VERNMENll\GENCY1 NY OUR 
COUNTRYOFCITIZENSHIJ!l"ORPASSPORTNISREQUIREMENTS. 

RAVELINTOU.S.MAYREQUIREESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
ISITHTTPS://EST A.CBP.DHS.G~RDET AILS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>Rl ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHT::OR 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 

IRPORTFEESMAYBE COLLECTEQJPONARRIVAL 

CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIES\1 ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOI!lLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

22May/06:35AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requireme1 
regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 

Vendor 

Air 
DL3433* 02Jun 
DL444 02Jun 
DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun 

Fare information 

Total: 
USD 1,842.36 

before departure 

REFUNCRESTRICTI 
MAY APPLY 

Ticket information 

MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that so 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 
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Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 22May/11 :35 AM UTC 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
do-not-reply@concursolutions.com 
Fri 5/19/2017 12:08:36 PM 
ConcurGov Correspondence 

dravis.samantha@epa.gov 

Your Auth AUTH189571 was just stamped PREPARED by 
INGE, CAROLYN Rena. 

You can access ConcurGov at: https://cge.concursolutions.com 
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To: 
From: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Gogo 

Sent: Fri 5/19/2017 10:50:01 PM 
Subject: Welcome to Gogo- Account Details Inside! 

account! With 
- all from the comfort of 

which means 
around the world. 

On select 
watch on 

also offers on-demand movies and TV 
own device - all without a 

Email address: 

in & click 

receive: 

-Exclusive 
-Discounts on 
-The latest 
-and more! 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

and use 

can rent and 

ED_001523_00009052-00001 
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
From: Gogo 
Sent: Fri 5/19/2017 10:52:06 PM 
Subject: [SPAM] Here's Your Gogo Receipt- Check Out Your Purchase Details!- Order 
#111415082SPAA 

online, in air. 
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Connect with 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
do-not-reply@concursolutions.com 
Fri 5/19/2017 11 :22:02 PM 
ConcurGov Correspondence 

dravis.samantha@epa.gov 

Your Auth AUTH189571 was just stamped AUTHORIZED by 
LESPERANCE, TWANNA T. 

You can access ConcurGov at: https://cge.concursolutions.com 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
do-not-reply@concursolutions.com 
Fri 5/19/2017 11 :28:15 PM 
ConcurGov Correspondence 

dravis.samantha@epa.gov 

Your Auth AUTH189571 was just stamped APPROVED by 
SMOOT, NICOLE VERONICA. 

You can access ConcurGov at: https://cge.concursolutions.com 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Sat 5/20/2017 1:16:42 PM 
Subject: Travel Receipt for DRAVIS/SAMANTHA K Travel date 02Jun 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Total Amount: 1,882.26 USD 
This ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June 02 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 02 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 13 (Operated By: 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606598747 
Invoice Number: 000167408 
Ticket Amount: 1,842.36 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780194 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form ofPayment: CA************1299 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009057-00001 



Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/02/201DCA-JFKDL 3433* 
06/02/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMEconomy I Y 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I X 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009057-00002 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Remarks: 

John F Kennedy Inti, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Inti 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 

NO FREQUENT FLYER IN YOUR PROFILE FOR CARRIER BOOKED 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 

CHECK WWIV.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWIV.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 

CONTACT THE DESIGNATED GOVERNMENT AGENCY IN YOUR 
COUNTRY OF CITIZENSHIP FOR PASSPORTNISA REQUIREMENTS. 
TRAVEL INTO U.S. MAY REQUIRE ESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
VISIT HTTPS://ESTA.CBP.DHS.GOV FOR DETAILS. 

CHECK-IN TIMES ARE 90 MINUTES PRIOR TO DEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTIC FLIGHTS OR 120 MINUTES FOR INTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIC TICKET/Sf WILL BE ISSUED FOR THIS TRIP 
AIRPORT FEES MAY BE COLLECTED UPON ARRIVAL 
OR DEPARTURE. 
CHECKED BAGGAGE POLICIES VARY BASED ON CARRIER AND FINAL 
DESTINATION. FOR THE LATEST INFORMATION PLEASE CHECK 
WITH YOUR TRAVEL CONSULTANT OR THE AIRLINES WEBSITE. 

20May /08:16AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security 
requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

1 ,842.36 USD 

Refund restrictions Change restrictions 
Vendor Fare information before departure after ticketing Ticket information 

Air 
DL3433* 02Jun 
DL444 02Jun Total: 
DL445 13Jun USD 1 ,842.36 REFUND CHANGE 

DL4153* 13Jun 
RESTRICTIONS MAY RESTRICTIONS MAY 
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I I APPLY I APPLY I 
All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that 
some local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 5 years 
imprisonment and penalties of$250,000 or more (49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 
ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your 
carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 

Email generated on 20May/1: 16 PM UTC 
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TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline and 
are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

To view your trip via Viewtrip, please click 

Ticket Receipt 
Total Amount: 1,882.26 USD 
~his ticket information applies to the following trip(s): 

Delta Air Lines Flight 3433 from Washington DC to New York NY on June qDperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 
Delta Air Lines Flight 444 from New York NY to Rome on June 02 
Delta Air Lines Flight 445 from Rome to New York NY on June 13 
Delta Air Lines Flight 4153 from New York NY to Washington DC on June 1(Dperated By: Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection) 

ElectronicTicket Number: 0068606598747 
Invoice Number: 000167408 
ificket Amount: 1,842.36 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Service Fee Number: 8900693780194 
Service Fee Amount: 39.90 USD 
Form of Payment: CA************1299 

Travel Summary- ~gency Record L..ocator MB~g~s 
Traveler 
ORA VIS I SAMANTHA K 
Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To FlighWendor Status 
06/02/2017 DCA-JFK DL 3433' Confirmed 
06/02/2017 JFK-FCO DL444 Confirmed 
06/13/2017 FCO-JFK DL445 Confirmed 
06/13/2017 JFK-IAD DL4153' Confirmed 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Depart/Arrive Class/Type 
02:40PM/03:57PM Economy /Y 
07:35 PM/10:20 AM Economy /X 
12:30PM/04:22PM Economy /K 
06:30PM/08:17PM Economy I K 
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Ronald Reagan National, TerminaB 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40 PM June 2 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57 PM June 2 2017 
1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
188 (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
212 miles /341.108 kilometers 
116.61bs/53 
FORUPTODATETRAVEUNFORMATIO!'Q)NAIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASECHEC~.DEL TA.COM 
NOFREQUENlFL YERINYOURPROFILS::ORCARRIEffiOOKED 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35 PM June 2 2017 
Fiumicino,Terminal3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Sa turd June 3 2017 
8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Dinner 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
16G (Non smoking) Confirmed 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36 lbs/724.71 

Fiumicino,Terminal1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22PM June 13 2017 
9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Lunch 
Airbus lndustrie A330-300 
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Remarks 

John F Kennedy lnti,Terminal4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30 PM June 13 2017 

Dulles lntl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08:17PM June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed - Delta Air Lines Record Locator:HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
07C (Non smoking) Confirmed 
227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 

FOR 24/7TRAVELASSIST ANCEPLEASECONT ACT 
HE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 

FOR OUTSIDETHE US CALLCOLLECT770-829-2609 
FORTHEHEARINGMPAIREDPLEASEDIAL711 

0 ACCESSRELA YSERVICE.PROVI De:> HONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
DUE TO RECENTCHANGES NTHEFY15GOVERNMEN"CITYPAI R 
PROGRAM/CPFVOURAI R RESERVATI ON~RESUBJECTTO 
CANCELLATI ONBYTHEAI RLI NESF NOTTICKETEQl\ T LEAST 
8 HOURSPRIORTOSCHEDULEffiEPARTURE 

PLEASEENSUREALLNECESSARYAPPROVALS\REPROCESSEDN 
CCORDANCEWITHYOURAGENCYSBUSINESffiULESBUTNOLESS 
HAN3 BUS I NESSJA YSPRI ORTO DEPARTURB"OENSURETICKETI NG. 
HI S48 HOURCANCELLATI ONRULEDOESNOT APPL YTO 

I NTERNATIONAHESERVATION:EJNLESSY'OURTRIPHAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTION$)NMORETHANONEAIRLINEDRTHESE 
RESERVATIONREQUIREEEPARATffiiRTICKETS. 

CHECKWWW. CDC.GOV /TRAVBE.ORTRAVELHEAL THAD VI SORI ES 
PROPERDOCUMENTATIO~ REQUI REO:ORENTRYl NTO 

RRIVALCOUNTRY 
CHECKWWW.DHS.GOV/TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRYrRAVELADVI SORI ES 

CONT ACTTHE DES I GNATEI130VERNMENll\GENCY1 NY OUR 
COUNTRYOFCITIZENSHI!f'ORPASSPORTNISREQUIREMENTS. 

RAVELINTOU.S.MAYREQUIREESTAAUTHORIZATION. 
ISITHTTPS://EST A.CBP.DHS.GCFORDET AILS. 

CHECK-I NriMESA.RE90 Ml NUTEs=>RI ORTODEPARTURE 
FOR DOMESTICFLIGHTS)R 120M I NUTES::ORI NTERNATIONAL 
ELECTRONIITICKET/SWILLBE ISSUECFORTHISTRIP 

IRPORTFEESMAYBE COLLECTEQJPONARRIVAL 

CHECKEDBAGGAGEPOLI CIES\1 ARYBASEDON CARRIE RAND Fl NAL 
DESTI NATIOf\FORTHELATESll NFORMATIOIWLEASECHECK 

ITHYOURTRAVELCONSUL TANTIRTHEAI RLI NESNEBSITE. 

20May/08:16AM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required (Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requireme1 
regarding permitted and prohibited articles and goods related to your travel. 
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Estimated trip total t1 ,84:2.36 USD 

Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

1 ,842.36 USD 

Fare details: ;J'iicketed 

Vendor Fare information 
Refund restrictions Change restrictions 

Ticket information 
before departure after ticketing 

Air 
DL3433* 02Jun 

Total: REFUNCRESTRICTIONS CHANGERESTRICTION~ 
DL444 02Jun 
DL445 13Jun 

USD 1,842.36 MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

DL4153* 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the header of this document. Please note that som 
local taxes and charges may be invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on your person. A violation can result in 
5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more ( 49 U.S. C 5124 ). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gasE 
flammable liquids and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are special exceptions for small quantities 
(up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. F 
further information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items MUST be packed in carry-on baggagE 
your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
Email generated on 20May/1:16 PM UTC 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Wed 5/17/201711:51:26 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/02/201DCA-JFKDL 3433* 
06/02/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMEconomy I Y 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I X 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 

ED_ 001523 _ 00009059-00001 



Delta Air Lines Flight DL3433 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40PM Friday, June 2 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57PM Friday, June 2 2017 

1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
Assigned at Check-in 
212 miles I 341.108 kilometers 
116.6lbsl53 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Friday, June 2 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Saturday, June 3 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
Assigned at Check-in 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL445 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Fiumicino, Terminal 1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Lunch 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
38C (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08: 17 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
lOB (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbsl56.75 kgs 
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FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 

17May/06:51PM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required 
(Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and 
goods related to your travel. 

I 
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Air 

1,841.56 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air Total: REFUND CHANGE 
DL3433* 02Jun USD 1 ,841.56 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS 
DL444 02Jun MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 
DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
do-not-reply@concursolutions.com 
Wed 5/17/2017 11:55:22 PM 
ConcurGov Correspondence 

dravis.samantha@epa.gov 

You have a Concur document, AUTH189571 SAMANTHA DRAVIS, with a trip departure date 
of 06/02/17 that has been returned. Please fix the document and sign so the 
routing can start over. If you do not fix the document reservations will be lost 
and/or reimbursement will be delayed. 

You can access ConcurGov at: https://cge.concursolutions.com 
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To: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM[EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM]; lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov]; 
Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov] 
From: EPA@BCDTRAVEL.COM 
Sent: Wed 5/17/2017 11 :57:26 PM 
Subject: Travel Itinerary for DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Many airlines charge fees for baggage and other services. Amounts vary by airline 
and are subject to change. 
Travelers are responsible for verifying all fees charged by individual carriers. 
Please visit the operating carrier website of your ticketed itinerary for applicable fees. 

Traveler 

DRAVIS I SAMANTHA K 

Reference number by traveler: TAA04CZO 

Date From/To Flight/Vendor 

06/02/201DCA-JFKDL 3433* 
06/02/201 JFK-FCO DL 444 

06/13/201 FCO-JFK DL 445 
06/l3/201JFK-IAD DL 4153* 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production 

Status Depart/ Arrive Class/Type 

ConfirmecD2:40 PM/03:57 PMEconomy I Y 
ConfirmecD7:35 PM/10:20 Economy I X 

AM+1 
Confirmedl2:30 PM/04:22 PMEconomy I K 
ConfirmecD6:30 PM/08: 17 PMEconomy I K 
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Delta Air Lines Flight DL3433 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 
*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Remarks: 

Ronald Reagan National, Terminal B 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
02:40PM Friday, June 2 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
03:57PM Friday, June 2 2017 

1 hour(s) and 17 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 900 
Endeavor Air Dba Delta Connection 
18B (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
212 miles I 341.108 kilometers 
116.6lbs/53 kgs 

FOR UP TO DATE TRAVEL INFORMATION ON AIRLINE 
CHECK-IN/RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS/SECURITY. 
PLEASE CHECK WWW.DELTA.COM 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL444 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
07:35PM Friday, June 2 2017 
Fiumicino, Terminal 3 
Rome, Italy 
10:20 AM Saturday, June 3 2017 

8 hour(s) and 45 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 40 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Dinner 
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Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

41C (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL445 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Status: 

Meal: 
Equipment: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

Fiumicino, Terminal 1 
Rome, Italy 
12:30 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
04:22 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

9 hour(s) and 52 minute(s) Non-stop 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 

Lunch 
Airbus Industrie A330-300 
38C (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
4263 miles I 6859.167 kilometers 
1,594.36lbs/724.71 kgs 

Delta Air Lines Flight DL4153 Economy 

Depart: 

Arrive: 

Duration: 
Total duration: 
Status: 
Equipment: 

John F Kennedy Intl, Terminal 4 
New York, New York, United States 
06:30PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 
Dulles Intl 
Washington, District of Columbia, United States 
08: 17 PM Tuesday, June 13 2017 

1 hour(s) and 47 minute(s) Non-stop 
13 hour(s) and 46 minute(s) including layover(s) 
Confirmed- Delta Air Lines Record Locator: HYI05G 
Canadair Regional Jet 
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*Operated By: 
Seat: 
Distance: 
C02 Emissions: 

lOB (Non smoking, Aisle) Confirmed 
227 miles I 365.243 kilometers 
124.85 lbs/56.75 kgs 

FOR 24/7 TRAVEL ASSISTANCE PLEASE CONTACT 
THE BCD TRAVEL TEAM AT 1-866-964-1346 
FOR OUTSIDE THE US CALL COLLECT 770-829-2609 
FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED- PLEASE DIAL 711 
TO ACCESS RELAY SERVICE- PROVIDE PHONE 
NUMBER OF 1-866-964-1346 TO ACCESS TRAVEL 
*********************************** 
DUE TO RECENT CHANGES IN THE FY15 GOVERNMENT CITY PAIR 
PROGRAM/CPP YOUR AIR RESERVATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO 
CANCELLATION BY THE AIRLINES IF NOT TICKETED AT LEAST 
48 HOURS PRIOR TO SCHEDULED DEPARTURE 
PLEASE ENSURE ALL NECESSARY APPROVALS ARE PROCESSED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR AGENCYS BUSINESS RULES BUT NOLESS 
THAN 3 BUSINESS DAYS PRIOR TO DEPARTURE TO ENSURE TICKETING. 
THIS 48 HOUR CANCELLATION RULE DOES NOT APPLY TO 
INTERNATIONAL RESERVATIONS UNLESS YOUR TRIP HAS DOMESTIC 
CONNECTIONS ON MORE THAN ONE AIRLINE OR THESE 
RESERVATIONS REQUIRE SEPARATE AIR TICKETS. 
*********************************** 
CHECK WWW.CDC.GOV/TRAVEL FOR TRAVEL HEALTH ADVISORIES 
PROPER DOCUMENTATION IS REQUIRED FOR ENTRY INTO 
ARRIVAL COUNTRY 
CHECK WWW.DHS.GOV /TRAVEL-ALERTS 
FOR COUNTRY TRAVEL ADVISORIES 

17May/06:57PM 

TRAVELER NOTICE- Please check with your carrier(s) for travel documents required 
(Passport, VISA, etc.) and security requirements regarding permitted and prohibited articles and 
goods related to your travel. 
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Air Car Hotel Rail Other 

1,841.56 USD 

Vendor Fare Refund Change Ticket 
information restrictions restrictions information 

before after ticketing 
departure 

Air 
DL3433* 02Jun Total: REFUND CHANGE DL444 02Jun USD 1 ,841.56 RESTRICTIONS RESTRICTIONS DL445 13Jun 
DL4153* 13Jun MAY APPLY MAY APPLY 

All quotes are provider quotes excluding possible taxes and charges en route. 
Currency conversions shown in 
this itinerary receipt are done using the bank rate applicable at the date shown in the 
header of this document. Please note that some local taxes and charges may be 
invoiced during your trip and cannot be shown at time of reservation. 

Advice to Passengers 

Transportation of Hazardous Materials 

Federal law forbids the carriage of hazardous material aboard the aircraft, in your luggage, or on 
your person. A violation can result in 5 years imprisonment and penalties of $250,000 or more 
(49 U.S.C 5124). Hazardous materials include explosives, compressed gases, flammable liquids 
and solids, oxidizers, poisons, corrosives and radioactive materials. 

Forbidden Dangerous Items Examples: 

Paints, lighter fluid, fireworks, tear gases, oxygen bottles and radiopharmaceuticals. There are 
special exceptions for small quantities (up to 70 ounces total) of medicinal and toilet articles 
carried in your luggage and certain smoking materials carried on your person. For further 
information, contact your airline representative. 

Note: Spare batteries and fuel cells are not permitted in checked or hold baggage. These items 
MUST be packed in carry-on baggage. If your carry-on bag is gate checked, the spare batteries 
and fuel cells must be removed and carried in the cabin. 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
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Jacqulyn D. Allen 
Daniel Corria 

Region II 
Lee Lawrence 
Gwendo~n Townsend 

Region Ill 
Regina D. Kennedy, Vice Chair 
Dr. Lynwood A Townsend 

Region IV 
Honorable Mary D. Peoples 
Honorable Anthony Rhodes 

RegionV 
Loretta Beavers 
Deena Sheppard 

Region VI 
Honorable B. Faye Stewart 
Katherine Cage 

Region VII 
Delores Ivy 
Tracey C. Bradford 

Region VIII 
Michelle Blackmon 
Audrey McCray 

Region IX 
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Sheila B. Johnson 

Region X 
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Cheryl Peterson 

Region XI 
Dr. Hezekiah Braxton Ill 
Honorable Darlene H. Young, Chair 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

National President 
Honorable Dr. Doris P. Sartor 

National Executive Vice-President 
Dr. Contress Braxton 

National1'" Vice-President 
Jesse Sharpe 

National2"" Vice-President 
Matthew Fogg 

National3"' Vice-President 
Dr. Deborah A McClanahan 

National Secretary 
Sandra F. Glenn 

National Corresponding Secretary 
Paula E. Davis 

National Treasurer 
Nonna Samuel 

National Assistant Treasurer 
Rochelle Bryant 

National Immediate Past President 
Honorable Darlene H. Young 

Blacks In Government = 
3005 Georgia Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20001-3807 
(202) 667-3280- FAX (202) 667-3705 

May 23,2017 

E Scott Pruitt, Administrator 
U_S_ EPA Headquarters 
William Jefferson Clinton Building 
MC: 1101A 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Greetings Administrator Pruitt, 

The planning is underway for Blacks In Government (BIG) 39th Annual 
National Training Institute (NTI)_ This letter serves as a formal invitation 
for your agency to present a forum as part of the NTI's Agency Forums 
Program (AFP)_ The NTI will be held during the week of August 21-24, 
2017, in the beautiful city of Atlantic City, NJ_ This year's conference 
theme is: "The BIG Experience-Today's Vision, Tomorrow's Reality" 

The BIG NTI is widely recognized as one of the most effective training 
experiences available to both public and private sector employees_ 
Training is offered in a wide range of timely subjects that are informative 
and relevant to current trends and initiatives affecting job performance_ 
BIG is anticipating 1 ,000 to 1 ,500 participants from federal, state, and 
local governmental agencies as well as representatives from the private 
sector_ 

The AFP is executed during the first two days of the NTI: 

- Dates: August 21 & 22, 2017 
- Timeframes: Monday 1 :00 p_m_ to 5:00 p_m_ 

Tuesday 8:00 a_m_ to 12:30 p_m_ 
Tuesday 1 :00 p_m_ to 5:00 p_m_ 

We look forward to your favorable response_ Please provide BIG with the 
following support to ensure that the Agency Forums Program is 
successful and productive: 

• 
• 

Endorse conference registration of Agency Forum attendees 
Complete the attached Agency Forums Information Sheet and 
return no later than June 13, 2017_ Fax to 202-667-3705 and/or 
email to Ms_ Yolanda Dangerfield at ysd1 @cdc_gov_ 

One of America's Most Influential Organizations 

"Thank You For Thinking BIG" 
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Direct questions regarding the AFP to Ms. Yolanda Dangerfield, 2017 NTI Agency Forums 
Committee Chair, at (404) 498-0154 or 1357, Fax (404) 498-0170, and/or e-mail 

If additional conference information is needed, please contact the BIG 
National Office at 202-667-3280 or visit our website at 

~;;,.;,;,;,.,;;,.;;,.,;..;,.,;.,;;,.,;,;,;,;,w.;.,.;,.,;;;.,;;,;.,;;;;,.,;,.w· 

Sincerely, 

DR. DORIS P. SARTOR 
National President 
Blacks In Government, Inc. 

Enclosure 
Agency Forum Form 
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www.bignet.org 

14 April20 17 

Memorandum to Chief Learning Officers and Chief Human Capital Officers 

From: Honorable Dr. Doris P. Sartor 
National President 
Blacks In Government, Inc. 

Subject: Blacks In Government National Training Institute 

I request support for your employees to attend tlNational Blacks In 

Government (BIG )39th Annual National Training Institute (NTJ)aking place 

August 21-24, 2017 in Atlantic City, New Jersey. This years theme is "The BIG 

Experience: Today 's Vis ion Tomorrow's Reality." The BIG NT! offers a 

comprehensivelearning experience for governmentprofessionals to enhance their 

skills in the areas of communications, diversity management, equal 

employment opportunity, information technology, leadership and 

management skills, financial management, human resource management, 

health awareness and wellness, personal performance, technical and 

professional skills, and career development. 

Our NTI will include instructOF-led, hands-on training sessionsand in-depth 

presentation; from experienced professionals from accredited university 

professors, senior government leaders, and private sector subject matter 

experts. Some workshops will also offer continuing professional education 

(CPE) credit; continuing leadership points (CLP); and continuing education 

units (CEU). We are also featuring a 35-hour Preparation Course for the 

Certification Exam for Project Management Professionals (PMP). This PMP 

course is accredited by the Project Management Institute (PMI). Because of 

these advancements, BIG continues to be respected at the highest levels of 

~~~~~~~~~ 
lists BIG's NTI as one of the best 

government conferences of 20 16. 

One of America's Most Influential Organizations 

"Thank You For Thinking BIG" 
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Attending theBIG NTiwill helpyour employeesperformtheirjobs more effectively andlevelopkey 

competencies that are grmane to organizational and personal succes'fhe NTI meets requirements as 

a Training Activity undet'i CFR 410.404,section 4110 of title 5, United States Code-

a. The announced purpose of the conference is educational or instructional; 

b. More than half of th time is scheduled for a planned, organized exchange of information 

between presenters and the audience which meets the definition of training in section 4101 of 

title 5, United States Code. 

c. The content of the conference is germane to improving individlalaid organizational 

performance, and 

d. Development benefits will be derived through the employee's attendance. 

Everyone is encouraged to be part of this dynamic training experience. We're asking each Chief 

Learning Officer and Chief Human Capital Officer to support Blacks In Government's 39th 

Annual National Training Institute (NTIJ>lease share this memo and the attached flyer with 

your employees. This year's NTI will not only prepare employees for success but rekindle their 

commitment to public service. To register for the NTI and learn more about our dynamic 

organization, visit our BIG website at or contact the National Office at (202) 

667-3280. We look forward to seeing your employees at our 2017 National Training Institute. 

Again, thank you for your time and consideration. If further information is needed, feel free to contact 
me at 202-439-2483. Thank you for Thinking BIG! 
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Ms. LaShan L. Haynes 
President, EPA-William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter 

Blacks In Government, Inc. 

LaShan Haynes, began her career at the Environmental Protection Agency in August 1986, 
as a high school junior, under then what wcs the "Stay-ln&hool" program, in the Office 
of General Coum:els' Water Division. Upon graduation and during her collegiate years, 
she continued to work during breaks until she became career permanent in 1990. LaShan 
continued to work in the Office of General Counsel Water Division and then in the Solid 
Waste Division as a Secretary. She had a great interest in computers and anything 
computer related, therefore, in 1995 she applied for a position in the upward mobility 
program as an Information Management Specialist in the Office of Solid Waste and was 
selected. LaShan still holds this position today as a GS-13 with the office that has since 
been renamed the Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery. She is also, the 
program office's Alternate Designated Ethics Official and the RCRA Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) Document Control Officer (DCO) for Headquarters. 

In 1996 while attending the Blacks In Government (BIG) National Training Conference in 
Atlanta, Georgia, LaShan at the conclusion of the EPA Agency forum immediately signed 
up as a Life/Gold Plus member of the EPA-William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter. It was the 
information that was shared via the presentations and the networking that was taking place 
among the Agency between employees and management from Headquarters and across the 
Regions that made her want to be a part of BIG. Also, from the history and training 
sessions, she understood the vision and goals in which the organization was trying to 
achieve and felt she could help achieve such goals. 

Since becoming a member, LaShan has been of service in the following capacity: 
~ Served as Chapter Correspondence Secretary 
~ Served as Recording Secretary under five (5) administrations 
~ Served on the Chapter Planning and Communications Committees 
~ Served Chapter Vice President (2013-2015) 
~ Regional Representative for the Chapter (2006-present) 
~ Region XI Program and Education Committee (2014-2016) 
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~ National Elections Committee (2009) 
~ Currently the Region XI Recording Secretary (January 2016-present) 
~ Interim Chapter President (June-December 2016) 

She was also of service in other capacities as needed. As a member LaShan has had great 
involvement in the planning of events and outreach activities like the EPA Forum, school 
supply drives, community service projects. One of the most notable projects was during 
the National Training Conference, which was held in New Orleans, Louisiana, the year 
after Hurricane Katrina. She, as part of the Chapter and organization attended the town 
hall dis:::us:;ion on the city's next steps and later on that day planted a tree in one of the 
affected communities with then BIG's National President, Darlene H. Young. 

Finally, as President, one of LaShan's priorities is to further the mission and objectives of 
BIG and EPA, which she believes together is helping to protect human health and the 
environment by ensuring the equality, advocacy, and excellence of those employees who 
serve and the communities in which they serve. LaShan hopes to accomplish this through 
communication, and building partnerships and bridges by the engagement and involvement 
of members, non-members, and management (individually and collectively) alike. Also to 
provide meaningful, adequate professional/ personal development through programs 
(internal/ external) and activities that would create a win /win situation for the individual, 
the agency, and the organization. LaShan believes that any goal can be accomplished when 
each of us work together for the advancement of US ALL. 
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BIG HISTORY: 

Blacks in Government National Headquarters 
3005 Georgia A venue, Northwest 

Washington, DC 20001-3807 
www .bignet.org 

Blacks in Government, Inc. (BIG) was established in 1975 and incorvorated in 1976 by a small 
group of Africcm Americ;ms at the Public Health Services which is a part of the Dep<utment of 
Health, Education <md W elf~u·e in the P<u·klavvn building in Rockville, Marylcmd. The org;mization 
was viewed as essential to the Black civil service employee, based on a wide assortment of racially 
motivated problems f~1ced by the HEW Black employees in Rockville. Initially, it was thought that 
the umbrella org<mization would address only the problems at the Federal level. However, it was 
soon determined that State, County, <md Municipal Black employees were f~1eed vvith the s<une 
general type of employment problems. Nonetheless, Blacks in Government was org<mized in 197 5 
<md incorporated as a non-profit org<mization under the District of Columbia jurisdiction in 1976. 
BIG has been a national response to the need for Africcm Americans in public service to org<mize 
<mmnd issues of mutual concern <md use their collective strength to confront workplace <md 
community issues. BIG's goals <u·e to promote EQUITY in all aspects of Americcmlife, 
EXCELLENCE in public service, and OPPORTUNITY for all Americcms. 

BIG PURPOSE: 

To be an advocate of equal opportunity <md professional development for Black government 
employees at the Local, State <md Federal government levels <md others dedicated to justice for all 
US citizens. 

BIG VISION: 

To be recognized as a public sector, world class enterprise, employee advocacy organization. 

BIG MISSION: 

To promote equity, excellence <md opportunity through advocacy, professional development <md 
empowerment of Afric<m Americans <md others dedicated to justice <md equity at all levels of 
government. To enable all present <md future Africcm American employees in Local, State, <md 
Federal governments to have the ability to maximize their ccu·eer opportunities and provide a 
mech<mism for inclusion, growth <md advocacy. To function as <m employee support <md resource 
group for Africcm Americcm civil serv<mts at the municipal, state and federal government level. 

Thank You for thinking BIG! 
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES: 

1. To be an advocate of equal opportunity for Blacks in government. 
2. To eliminate practices of racism <md racial discrimination against Blacks in government. 
3. To promote professionalism <unong Blacks in government. 
4. To develop <md promote progr<uns which will enhance ethnic pride <md educational 

opportunities for Blacks in government. 
5. To establish a mechanism for gathering <md disseminating information to Blacks in 

government. 
6. To provide a nonp<u"tisan platform on m<~ior issues of local, regional <md national 

significcmce that affect Blacks in government. 

BIG celebrated its' 40'" Anniversary of Incorporation in 2016, and with the support of its' 

membership, it has been able to host 39 <mnual training conferences in v<u·ious cities across the 
country, <md is a nationally recognized training org<mization by the Of!ice of Personnel 
M<magement (OPM). BIG continues to provide, at these conferences, training r<mging fi·om 
information technology to the quality of life for individuals professional <md personal development. 
It is also a great networking opportunity f(x members across the country, which has resulted in the 
development of some of the progr<uns within the org<mization. 

WILLIAM D. BARBER, JR. CHAPTER 

The William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter wcs started some 30 plus years qp and earned its' mune from 
a gentleman who wcs very much an advocate for employees rights and fairneffi as the Chapters' 
first President. Mr. B<u·ber, succumbed to cancer and because of his f~tithfulness, dedication, <md 
leadership, the chapter was muned after him. The chapter was of!icially ch<uter when EPA 
Headqu<u"ters, which at the time was located at Waterside Mall in SW, Washington DC. During 
tl1at time, the chapter was very active in keeping the administration abreast on issues involving 
discrimination, promotions <md unf~ur labor practices against Africcm Americcms. From there, the 
Administration st<u"ted listening to the org<mization about their concerns that affected all employees 
of different ethnic backgrounds <md begin supporting their attendance at the National Tr<uning 
Conference (NTC) which has since been remuned the National Tr<uning Institute (NTI). The 
chapter was <md rermuns very active in the NTI <md sponsors one of the most populcu· Agency 
Forums at the conference 

Since its' inception, the Chapter has been very much involved in the advocacy of employees, 
especially Africcm Americcms, by making employees knowledgeable of the tools <md resources 
available to them to adv<mce their ccu·eers <md lives, as well as creating methods to obt<un them. 
The Chapter then <md now continues to make efforts to ensure that the missions of both the 
organization <md the agency work together in a cooperative rmmner, through tr<uning programs, 
semimu·s, networking events, health <md wellness activities, scholcu·ships <md mentoring, thus 
creating a vvin-win result. Over the ye<u·s, many of the Willi<un D. B<u·ber,Jr., members have 
retired, trcmsitioned or just simply moved on, however, the Chapter continues to rem<un a force as 

2 
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they currently have eighty-eight (88) members <md counting. While the membership may fluctuate 
tl1e mission will always remain the s<une, nonetheless new members <u·e always welcomed! 

Finally, for more information about the Chapter, feel free to contact the President, LaSh<m Haynes 
at (703)605-0516, , <md/or Vice President, Raderrio Wilkins, (703)308-

3 
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OFFICERS 

President 
LaShan L. Haynes 

Vice President 
Raderrio Wilkins 

Recording Secretary 
Vacant 

Corresponding Secretary 
Melinda DeLoatch-Speight, 

Interim 

Treasurer 
Karen Somerville 

Assistant Treasurer 
Monica Lewis 

Immediate Past President 
Marcell Bishop 

COMMITTEE CHAIRS 

Program and Planning 
Glynis M Hill 

Membership 
Miriam Wiggins-Lewis 

Communications 
Vacant 

Ways&Means 
Vacant 

Scholarship 
Anthony Cheatham 

REGIONAL 
REPRESENTATIVES 
Melinda DeLoatch-Speight 

LaShan L. Haynes 

Glynis M Hill 

Karen Somerville (Alternate) 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
William D. Barber~ Jr. Chapter of Blacks in Government 

Ben Franklin Station P.O. Box 239 
Washington~ DC 20044-0239 

January 31, 2017 

Happy New Year EPA-William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter of Blacks In Government! 

It is with a humble spirit that I bring you greetings as your Chapter President for 2017-

2019 biennial term. It is indeed an honor and most certainly a privilege to serve you in 

this capacity in which I do not take lightly. I have been a member of the EPA-William D. 

Barber, Jr. Chapter since 1996 and a Gold Plus Life Member of BIG since 2005. During 

my time in the Chapter, I have served in various capacities, however, mostly in the 

roles of Recording Secretary and Regional Representative, and now as Chapter 

President and Region XI Council Recording Secretary. 

As the recent political climate has proven, the position of leadership, such as being a 

President, can be challenging for the elected/appointed individual chosen to serve. 

Understanding this, and knowing that every decision and action must be made in the 

best interest of the Chapter and the organization as whole. The realization for me has 

always been that to successfully move this Chapter forward, we as a collective body 

must contribute 100%, therefore, our theme for the 2017-2019 biennial term is 

"Transitioning and Moving Forward Together." We are now in a season that is 

challenging not just our willingness to unite, but also our resolve to stand for what is 

right, fair and equitable, to each of us as citizens, but more importantly as humanity, 

just as so many of those who came before us has done. In moving forward, we must 

make sure that the mission of the Chapter aligns and collaborates with that of the 

Agency, therefore, I have written out the mission, and goals and objectives of the EPA

William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter during the 2017-2019 term in the attached document. 

Finally, as we move forward, it is my goal to partner with and engage management at 

all levels, and to communicate and educate EPA's Agency heads on the purpose, 

mission, goals and vision of Blacks In Government. However, to accomplish this, I need 

the support and assistance of the Chapter's membership to display a representation of 

BIG that is nothing short of excellence and professionalism. I look forward to 

partnering with all of you to make this term one of change, impact, and progress. Our 

first Chapter meeting of this year and officers' installation will be held on Thursday, 

February 16, 2017. Again, thank you for trusting me with this responsibility and thank 

you for thinking BIG! 

LaS~ ~<Mfuea 

President 

EPA-William D. Barber, Jr. Chapter 

Region XI 
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Dr. Doris P. Sartor 
National President 

Blacks In Government, Inc. 

Dr. Doris P. Sartor was elected as the 2017-2018 National President of Blacks In Government, 
Inc. The mission of Blacks In Government, commonly called BIG, is to promote equity, 
excellence and opportunity through training and education for African Americans in 
local, state, and federal governments and provide opportunities for members/ employees to 
have the ability to maximize their career opportunities and provide a mechanism for inclusion, 
growth and advocacy. Dr. Doris Sartor previously served the organization as a member of the 
National Board of Directors; National Executive Vice President; Region IV Council President; 
National Corporate Sponsorship Chair; and Chair of Program and Planning. She is a Gold Life 
Plus member of Blacks In Government and totally committed to its goals and objectives. 

Dr. Doris P. Sartor is currently employed at Maxwell Air Force Base in the Civilian Associate 
Degree program. Her expertise is in curriculum design and development. Dr. Sartor has planned 
and developed numerous courses such as the GS-15 Leadership Seminar; Sexual Assault 
Coordinators Course; Sexual Assault Prevention and Response Victim Advocates Course; EO 
Directors Course and Advanced and Basic Mediation courses. 

Dr. Doris P. Sartor has coordinated and conducted Racism and Disparate Treatment Forums 
throughout the country in various government agencies. Forums allowed individuals to discuss 
charges of racist, disparate and inappropriate behavior toward them as minorities in the 
workplace. Forum results were analyzed and recommendations were provided to agencies to 
proactively address problem areas. Dr. Sartor has coordinated forums and participated in 
meeting with agency heads agencies such as the US Army Corps of Engineers, Baltimore 
District; Fort Benning, Georgia; and VA Medical Center, Fayetteville, North Carolina. 

Dr. Sartor was also the project manager for the following publications: 
Voter Plan of Action, 

- Report on Discrimination and Solution Summit, 
Racism and Disparate Treatment in the Public Sector, and 
Affirmative Action and Beyond. 

As a Quality Advisor at Maxwell Air Force Base, Dr. Doris P. Sartor analyzed organizational 
continuous improvement operations and procedures. She also performed consultant duties that 
included planning, evaluation, and maintaining quality principles in day-to-day operations; 
conducted research into quality phenomena using statistical and other scientific methods; and 
facilitated strategic planning efforts. 
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During her career, Dr. Doris P. Sartor received many awards inside and outside ofher field, 
inclusive of: the NAACP Roy Wilkins Renown Service Award; Blacks In Government 
Distinguished Service Hall of Fame; Exemplary Civilian Service Award; Distinguished Service 
Award; and twice received the Federal Employee of the Year Award. In 2016, Dr. Sartor was 
recognized as one of five "Best of the Best" within Air University, by Lt Gen Roberson, AETC 
commander. 

As a seasoned leader, Dr. Doris Sartor has always asked, "What needs to be done? and focused 
on "What can and should I do to make a difference." She believes that leadership is making 
"That" difference, creating positive change, and getting things done." 
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Presidential Executive Order on a Comprehensive Plan for Reorganizing the Executive Br. .. Page 1 of 4 

the WHITE HOUSE PRESIDENTDONALDJ. TRUMP 

I 

The White House 

SHARE 

THIS: 

https:/ /www .whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/20 17 /03/13/presidential-executive-order-comp... 4/7/2017 
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E 

https:/ /www .whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/20 17 /03/13/presidential-executive-order-comp... 4/7/2017 
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MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

TO: 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

APR 71 'l015 
OFFICE OF 

ADMINISTRATION 
AND RESOURCES 

MANAGEMENT 

Nominations for the White House Leadership Development Program-

Due May 9, 2016 to OARM L n J/l / 

Donna J. Vizian, Acting Assistant Ad~!/~ 

General Counsel 
Assistant Administrators 
Inspector General 
Chief Financial Officer 
Chief of Staff 
Associate Administrators 
Regional Administrators 

I am writing to encourage you to nominate a candidate for participation in the White House Leadership 
Development Program. The program provides opportunities for high-potential career GS-15 employees 
to participate in unique rotational and development experiences by working on cross-agency initiatives 
and high-priority federal challenges. The program will build the bench strength of future career senior 
executives and ensure that the next generation of federal leaders have experience in solving problems 
and building relationships across the government. 

All candidates are expected to be high-performing employees (with annual performance ratings of 
exceeds expectations or higher); have a demonstrated commitment to public service; an interest in 
stepping outside their current area of expertise; a willingness to take on a variety of roles through 
rotational assignments, and a desire to develop an enterprise viewpoint of government. Participants will 
not serve in direct supervisory positions, and there is no guarantee for placement in an SES position after 
program completion. 

This is great opportunity for staff to develop new skills as they move into increasingly senior roles at the 
EPA or elsewhere in the federal government. The one year program starts October 3, 2016 with a two 
week onboarding program. I have attached the nomination guide, program manual and application form 
for your reference as you go through the nomination process. I ask that each organization conduct an 
internal competition based on the attributes identified in the attached nomination guide to select a 
nominee to represent your organization. We will then convene a panel of agency senior managers to 
review the nominations and submit a recommendation to the acting deputy administrator. The program 
or regional office will be responsible for the participant's salary but travel will be covered centrally. 

Internet Address (URL) • http.//www epa gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Pnnted w1th Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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Please submit your office's nomination with the completed application form and nominee's resume to 
Marian P. Cooper (cooper.marian(a1cpa.gov) in OARM's immediate office no later than Monday, 
May 9, 2016. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me or have your staff contact 
Marian at (202) 564-4600. Thank you for considering this great opportunity for your high performers. 

Attachments 

cc: Deputy Assistant Administrators 
Deputy Regional Administrators 
Assistant Regional Administrators 
Program Management Officials 
Regional Human Resources Officers 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov] 
Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov] 
Bennett, Tate 
Fri 9/15/2017 5:02:05 PM 
Fwd: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Hey! That's me! This has been on my to do list. I'll reach out. 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Bowman, Liz" 
To: "Bennett, Tate" 
Subject: FW: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

We should schedule a meeting with these folks. 

From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Friday, September 15, 2017 12:46 PM 
To: Graham, Amy Bowman, Liz 
Subject: Fwd: A TR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Who is doing coalitions outreach for us right now? Please reach out to this individual and 
get him plugged in. 

Thank you! 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Derrick Hollie" 
To: "Dravis, Samantha" 
Subject: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 
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Samantha, 

It was a pleasure meeting yesterday at the A TR Coalitions meeting. FYI- spoke with 
Hubbel Relat this morning and he says "hi" and to let you know we've been working 
together. 

Following up on our conversation about Secretary Pruitt's new direction on energy 
policy for our country. Our messages are aligned and I wanted to let you know what 
Reaching America has been doing regarding Energy and Energy Poverty. We've been 
able to humanize energy and the importance of fossil fuels to our country. 

Founded in 2015, Reaching America is a 50l(c)(4) addressing complex social issues 
impacting the African American community. We're focused on solutions that makes 
sense for a more united America. Our nation is divided right now with racial tension 
elevated to levels we experienced in the sixties and seventies. Reaching America has 
positioned itself as a leader in addressing issues affecting African Americans in our 
country including Energy and Energy Poverty, Education, Criminal Justice Reform, 
Occupational Licensing Reform and Community Relations. We accomplish this by 
utilizing grass root efforts, social media, traditional media and PR. 

Over the past several months we've done education and outreach events around the 
impact of Energy Poverty in the African American Community. These events include 
panel discussions on how the right mix of energy including fossil fuels can improve 
people's lives. The message continues to be well received and through polling we've 
seen firsthand people's attitude and perception change about fossil fuels. 

Attached is a :60 radio spot that addresses energy poverty and the abundance of 
affordable and reliable energy we have in America. The radio spot has aired in several 
markets including Atlanta GA, Richmond VA and Orlando FL. 

Below are links to op-eds written by Reaching America on Energy. 
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The Huffington Post "Withdrawing From The Paris Climate Accord Helps Low
Income and Minority Americans" 

The Huffington Post "An Ethanol Mandate Increase Would Be Bad News For Black 
America". I also testified at the EPA hearing in July about the unintended 
consequences associated with an ethanol increase. 

The Springfield News Gazette "Protecting Missouri's Poor From Energy Poverty" 
This op-ed was picked up by other outlets including the Indy Star, the Des Moines 
Registry and Knoxville News Sentinel. This shows Energy Poverty does not have a 
color and impacts every community. 
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Thank you for your time and look forward to discussing how we can continue 
educating Americans on policies that will make our country energy independent. 

Regards, 

Derrick Hollie 

President 

Reaching America 

301-523-8559 direct 
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May 2, 2017 US EPA, Office of Water Listening Session on Reducing 
Regulatory Burden: Transcript of Verbal and Written Comments 

In response to Executive Order 13777 (Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda), on May 2, 

2017 EPA's Office of Water held a three hour listening session by telephone and web conference 

to get public input on existing water regulations that could be repealed, replaced or modified to 

make them less burdensome. More than 850 people joined in with participants giving either 

verbal or written comments. The transcript of these comments (edited to remove extraneous 

comments such as operator instructions or participants commenting on the sound quality) are 

below. 

Christine Ruf: I'm Christine Ruf, the Associate Director of the Water Policy Staff here at 

EPA. I'll be facilitating today's call along with two other colleagues from 

Water Policy staff 

Sandy Evalenko: Good morning. My name is Sandy Evalenko. I'm the Senior Regulatory 

Manager for the Office of Water on the Water Policy Staff 

Bob Rose: 

Christine Ruf: 

Good morning. My name is Bob Rose and I'm a Senior Policy Analyst also 

with the Water Policy Staff 

Thank you, Bob and Sandy. The Office of Water is hosting today's call 

because we're interested in hearing about the steps that EPA can take to 

reduce regulatory burdens. So let me first start by providing a quick overview 

of the listening session. 

First, we'll hear a few opening remarks from Mike Shapiro, our Acting 

Assistant Administrator for the Office of Water. And then following Mike's 

remarks, I'll provide a quick summary of the logistics for today's three-hour 

call. And then we'll tum it over to you folks for your verbal and written 

comments. 

So, Mike, I'll hand it over to you. 

Michael Shapiro: Thanks, Christine. Good morning and thank you to everyone for joining us 

1 
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both on the phone and the web conference. My name is Michael Shapiro and 

I'm the Acting Assistant Administrator for the Office of Water. 

On Febmary 24th of this year, President Donald Tmmp issued Executive 

Order 13 777 on Enforcing the Regulatory Agenda. The Executive Order 

establishes the policy of the United States to alleviate unnecessary regulatory 

burdens placed on the American people. Among other things, it requires each 

agency to create a Regulatory Reform Task Force to evaluate existing 

regulations and identify any that should be repealed, replaced or modified. 

To inform these recommendations, EPA is holding today's public listening 

session so that we can listen and learn from those directly affected by our 

regulations. This includes federal state, local and tribal governments, small 

businesses, non-governmental organizations, trade associations and the 

general public, in general everyone who is impacted by our regulatory 

programs. 

To inform these recommendations -well, as well part of the Executive Order, 

we're particularly interested in regulations that you feel may no longer be 

necessary, regulations with benefits that do not justify cost, regulations that 

are redundant or inconsistent, or regulations that otherwise do more harm than 

good. 

We invite you to take this opportunity to share your views today. We also 

invite you to submit your comments to EPA's regulatory reform docket. The 

docket, which is accessible through www.regulations.gov, will remain open 

through May 15, 2017. We will give equal consideration to input provided 

through the docket or through today's listening session both via teleconference 

and the webinar. 

Both audio and written- and the written part of this listening session will be 

transcribed and submitted to the EPA docket as well as (that) received through 

other meetings and written comments will inform EPA's regulatory reform 

efforts and help us fulfill the commitment to complying with Executive Order 

13777. 
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Christine Ruf: 

Today's listening session is only one of several meetings that the EPA has 

been holding on regulatory reform. The administrator has directed the other 

EPA offices to provide recommendations and consult with their stakeholders 

in doing so just as we are doing. 

Some of you may have participated in those sessions last week or earlier this 

week. A list of all of the EPA's planned meetings can be found on our 

Regulatory Reform website. This is a big one, www.epa.gov/laws

regulations/regulatory-reform. I know everyone got that. 

Under the Executive Order, the Regulatory Reform Task Force is tasked to 

provide and report to EPA's administrator detailing the agency's program

progress by May 26th. 

Once again, thank you for joining us today. I'm going to tum it back over to 

Christine for some logistics for today's call. 

OK. Thank you, Mike. And I think our sounds as improved on the Adobe 

Connect line. As you know we are broadcasting by telephone and by Adobe 

Connect. 

By those that joined us by the conference today, you will be able to submit 

written comments through the chat module and see other comments that are 

written. We posted a one-page PowerPoint at the top, about the goals of 

today's meeting and where you can find EPA's docket. We requested through 

written remarks be suitable for posting and be concise. But folks on the 

webinar will not be able to provide verbal input. 

For those joining by phone who pre-registered, everyone has two minutes to 

deliver your remarks. We realize this is a short amount of time but we wanted 

have as many people voicing their comments today as possible. 

At the one and a half minute mark you will hear short chime saying that you 

have 30 seconds remaining. It will sound like this. So when you hear that 

sound, if you could start to wrap up. We may- if you go pass that two

minute time limit, we may interrupt you so that we can move on to the next 

speaker. 
3 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009141-00003 



I want to emphasize that we will be in listening mode. We do not have the 

opportunity today to answer any questions by phone or text, including those 

questions you might have about specific rules or actions. It's possible the 

callers who signed up and got a pre-registered number to call in may not end 

up having enough time to speak. If that's the case or if you have additional 

remarks that go beyond your two-minute time, please submit your comments 

to the docket as Mike indicated, and EPA will give equal consideration to 

input provided through today's session or those through the docket, 

START OF VERBAL COMMENTS 

Christine Lederer: OK. For a specific comment on the NPDES General Permit for Oil and Gas 

Operations, which is GMG290000 for Region 6. As the language is currently 

written, it only covers our offshore rigs when we are drilling for oil and gas. 

Operator: 

It would be good to have that language clear, that the permit coverage extends 

while we are not drilling and waiting for a contract. Many of our rigs are not 

operating and the language is not very clear and even the attorneys with the 

EPA would not give us the OK to operate under that permit. 

Our discharges are exactly the same while we are drilling or when we are not 

drilling. However they're actually less when we're not drilling. So that's the 

end of that comment. The one thing I did want to make as a general note is 

that when EPA is collecting - requiring us to collect a report data for the EPA 

to assess whether regulations need to be imposed. They really need to look at 

whether we are already collecting that information or if we have to make an 

investment in either equipment or higher outside personnel to collect that. So 

that's just some of the things that we have to deal with on our end. And that's 

it. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Brian Mohanon) representing 

himself. 

(Brian Monahan): (Brian Monahan) who works for 36 years in the (Comwap) Massachusetts at 
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the local level. I just simply wanted to acknowledge the work of the existing 

EPA staff (while I) always sound supportive I think one thing that would help 

reduce regulatory burden is to increase staffing who can provide assistance to 

the regulated community. I think they should-EPA should build upon the 

existing partnerships with state, county and local officials. I always found 

that clear, concise enforcement in the use of (supplemental), environmental 

penalties was very helpful. 

The web pages I think should be reviewed and improved, I found them very 

good but there are certain things that are hard to find, so I think that's 

important to look at. And I just wanted to comment that I don't really think 

it's a regulatory burden, it's an obligation to protect all. Thank you very much. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of (Rock Mishra) from 

(REFPET). 

(Rock Mishra): Good morning. I am (Rock Mishra) and I work for environment concerning 

the (mid-east spec) as a senior environmental engineer. Thanks for the 

opporhmity to speak on this executive order on reducing regulatory burden. 

The way that (E.O.) is verdict, it seems like the environmental demolition 

cause excessive economic burden on a society and impede growth. In my 

professional career my primary focus has been water quality modeling to 

investigate water quality issues across the United States. 

Today I would like to present a case how the regulation related to my research 

and profession can help a society and provide an economic boast. As a native 

of India who visits India regularly to meet family and the water research 

faculty there, I would also draw contrast by focusing on the effect of 

ineffective and pure regulations. 

The U.S. has made a significant progress since the Clear Water Act of 1972. 

It is a vast amount of work that needs to be done to ensure clean and healthy 

water ways. Just focusing on surface water there are existing regulations that 

limit the number of pollutants that can enter a water body without negatively 

affecting its intended use, such as drinking water leakage. These regulations 

may appear burdensome to the entities which (discussed) the water body, but 
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Operator: 

Beth Stewart: 

the resulting positive economic effect of cleaner water can only (ousted). 

Cleaner surface water ensures that the downstream communities can get 

cleaner drinker water (process). In contrast (fewer) ineffective regulations 

and enforcement in some developing nations such as India can tum the entire 

rivers into (sewer) channel. I have witnessed community of the (starting 

region ways) on cities and factories directly into the water body. The 

unregulated discharge (deserves) many preventive water-borne disease. 

I have witnessed drinking water pipes going right to the (ways of show). 

There are simply no incentive for the discharges to process the pollutants. 

Proper regulations for surface water ensures that the current and future 

populist are not constantly affected by water-borne diseases and can realize 

the full economic potential while using these natural resources. Innovative 

research improves our understanding of how to address pollution more 

effective and what new pollutants must be addressed. 

If anything water-related research must be funded to enhance our scientific 

understanding of the current and future issues affecting the availability of 

clean water to the cities of United States. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Beth Stewart from Cahaba River 

Society. 

Good morning. The Cahaba River is the main drinking water source for the 

Birmingham area and a global biodiversity treasure but increasingly degraded 

and not achieving water quality restoration goal. Clean water regulations 

needs to be strengthened not weakened. Clean water is essential to our health, 

our businesses, biological diversity, our quality of life and the majority of 

American support clean water protection. These are not burdens. 

The EPA needs to step up its game. Many programs under the Clean Water 

Act are not achieving the goals of the act because of inadequate regulatory 

systems and too many loopholes. Nonpoint source pollutions flow protection, 

drinking water safeguard, storm water (consoles) are example. Under no 

circumstances should regulatory change reduce existing clean water or 
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Operator: 

Luke Frazza: 

drinking water protection. 

Any proposal should be analyzed based on sound science with inclusive 

opportunity for diverse public participation and education. We need strong 

federal regulations because our state is not doing near enough to restore 

degraded rivers especially from flow, storm water runoff and waste water. 

Without EPA our state has and would at time do less than the minimum under 

the Act, and the minimum is not achieving the goals of the Act to clean up our 

water and protect it. 

The waters in the U.S. rule is a science-based necessary restoration of the 

scope of the Clean Water Act. Don't weaken it and allow uncontrolled 

pollution discharge that will eventually make its way into water resources that 

people and wildlife depend on. In 2002 it was only because of the original 

(specific) Act that we were able to stop horrendous chicken processing ways 

into small seasonal creak that eventually (sour) our entire river above the 

drinking water intake. Without the new rule this could go unchecked. 

Please increase your focus on environmental justice and protecting 

communities with color and low-income from environmental impact. Provide 

the external civil rights compliance office, adequate funding to ensure civil 

rights complaints are timely addressed. Three complaints in Alabama have 

impending unaddressed for two to nearly four years. Expect that state and 

local agencies that apply for federal funding demonstrate they have adequate 

financial resources, personnel, legal authority and effective program to ensure 

that (desperate) impact on minorities are prevented. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Luke Frazza from National 

Environmental Banking Association. 

Thank you. Ecosystem services like Clean Air and Water are required for 

human well-being providing economic and non-economic benefits. Wetland 

filter and store water naturally creating urban and agricultural nmoffby 

reducing pollutants, lowering nitrate and trapping sediments. Wetlands 

provide water during droughts and they soak up runoff and flood waters 

avoiding (cause of) flood damage. They sustain essential habitat for wildlife, 
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Operator: 

birds and fish to feed, nest, breed, spawn and rear their young. 

The National Environmental Banking Association represents environmental 

banks across the U.S. This industry's phenomenal success was formalized in 

2008 with the final rule for mitigation which put mitigation banks as the top 

priority in the hierarchy of mitigation options. Today these banks drastically 

reduce permitting time and regulatory staff and are the most dependable 

option for mitigation. 

Private investors are lined up to build these banks to enable compensatory 

mitigation through preservation in order to meet government requirements, 

but they need the rules to be applied consistently. Too often the 2008 rule is 

not uniformly applied and the mitigation hierarchy not followed. 

Regulatory adherence for the 2008 rule and the mitigation hierarchy will 

remove unfair competitions of private industry and will resolve the historical 

conflicts between economic development and responsible. 

It will unleash private investment in wetlands, streams, (species) and other 

environmental restoration fueling infrastructure and business expansion. The 

environmental (alteration) industry accounted for approximately 126,000 jobs 

in the U.S. in 2014. The National Environmental Banking Association 

believes that if EPA will strictly and consistently implement the 2008 rule and 

its hierarchy regulatory burden will be reduced, private sector jobs will be 

created and sustained and local economies will be boasted. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Andrew Grinberg for Clean Water 

Action. 

Andrew Grinberg: Hi there. My name is Andrew Grinberg. I'm with Clean Water Action. I 

appreciate the opportunity to comment and I thank the Office of Water for all 

their hard work protecting our most vital resources. Clean Water Action, our 

organization strongly objects to the promise behind Executive Order 13777 

and this whole process. Regulations including environmental and health 

protections are not holding back our country. On the contrary regulations that 

protect our water and health are some of the most powerful driving forces for 
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out economy and our communities. 

We need more protections for water not less. Whether it's water for drinking, 

fishing, swimming, boating, irrigation, food production, brewing other 

industries clean water is the essential input. It's the foundation of our healthy 

communities. The benefits of environmental and health regulations have 

repeatedly been shown to far outweigh the cost and we hope that this process 

takes an honest look at the many benefits of regulation. For any regulation 

under review EPA must quantify all the benefits, not just the cost. That 

includes cost in water treatment, cost to downstream communities, health

related cost including medical bills, lost productivity as a result of missed 

work days from pollution-related illness and even death. 

2013, OMB study found that the benefits of regulations far outweigh the cost 

across numerous agencies. At EPA though the benefits are most striking, over 

the preceding decade the benefits of EPA regulations were as high as $600 

billion and only cost the economy as much as 45 billion. This excellent return 

on investment is even more stark when looking at cost and benefits of source 

water protection. According the EPA website every dollar spent on protecting 

a drinking water source results in savings of $27 on water treatment. 

With such clear benefits at relatively low cost rather than looking for 

regulations to cut EPA should be working to develop new protections that 

bring with them even greater benefits. EPA's own policy dictates that it must 

prioritize drinking water protection. Since 1980 it has been the agency's 

policy as part of its human health criteria not to pass on the burden of water 

pollution to drinking water users or the providers who are responsible for 

treatment. 

Clean Water Action strongly objects to rolling back any protections for 

drinking water, our nation's water ways or public health. A number of 

regulations have already been named by this administration and others have 

been identified by polluting interest for potential rollbacks in other 

stakeholder meetings, so we want to flag those. First and foremost the clean 

water rule which protects drinking water sources for one in three Americans. 

The steam electric ELGs which keeps toxic chemicals from power plants out 
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Operator: 

John Divine: 

of our water ways. 

And finally unconventional oil and gas ELGs which prohibits waster water 

from fracking and other ... 

Your next comment comes from the line of John Divine, from National 

Resources Defense Council. 

On behalf ofNRDC, more than 2 million members and supporters please don't 

sacrifice our water to a reckless and unfounded search for allegedly 

burdensome regulations without a meaningful detailed investigation of the 

benefits that Americans get from rules. Water's value becomes clear when 

there's a drought, a sewage spill, a boil-water alert or a closed beach. But that 

value is there everyday. 

Accordingly the Clean Water Act directs EPA to develop federal regulations 

in order to restore and maintain the integrity of the nation's waters. Congress 

adapted this framework in 1972 to fix weak laws that allowed water waste to 

literally catch fire and others to become biologically dead. EPA rules under 

the act provides significant benefits, discharge limits for 58 industries set a 

level playing field for tens of thousands of facilities and prevent more than 

700 billion pounds per year of toxic water pollution. 

Wetland protection regulations help reduce flood risk, benefiting people 

owning approximately 800 to 900 billion in property located in flood plains. 

But the Act's work isn't done. Most water bodies assessed don't meet one or 

more data established standards designed to protect uses like swimming and 

fishing. During 2004 to 2009 the rate of Wetland loss accelerated 140 

percent, nitrogen and phosphorus caused serious harms across the country. 

Without a basis to presume environmental protections are hurting the 

economy the administration seemed bound to undermine beneficial clean 

water rules and for these remaining challenges by seeking complains about 

existing safeguards. EPA allowed only four and half weeks for public input 

on the value of all agency safeguards adapted in its 46 years plus history, and 

today's session allows only a few of us to speak. 
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Operator: 

Maia Raposo: 

That's bad enough but the administration couldn't even wait for this sham 

process before rolling back the protections they most want to kill. Take the 

clean water rule which ironically is estimated to produce as many as $572 

million a year in benefits and to exceed cost while improving protections for 

the kinds of water that feed drinking water supplies of 117 million Americans. 

Administrator Pruitt and President Trump has targeted this from the 

beginning. 

Americans strongly protect ... 

Your next comment comes from the line of Maia Raposo from W aterkeeper 

Alliance. 

Hi my name is Maia Raposo and I'm the Director of Comminutions & 

Marketing at Waterkeeper Alliance. Waterkeeper Alliance strengthens and 

grow the global network of grassroots leaders protecting everyone's right to 

clean water. We are comprised of 320 waterkeeper organizations and 

affiliates in 35 countries in six continents covering over 2.5 million square 

miles of watersheds. 

W aterkeeper Alliance and our 165 water keeper organizations and affiliate in 

the U.S. work closely with communities to protect and preserve local 

waterways. We have first-hand knowledge ofhow important EPA regulations 

are for public health and the environment. These regulations were 

implemented to put the health of Americans before corporate interest. They 

are necessary for protecting our citizens. 

The Clean Water Act (both) U.S. policy and the appropriate legal standards 

for protecting and restoring our nation's waters. It's EPA's legal duty to 

implement these policies and standards. EPA does not have the authority to 

alleviate industry of their legal obligation to comply with laws. There is not 

evidence that environmental safeguards prevent job growth. In reality clean 

water is the economic lifeblood of many American communities. 

Anglers alone generated nearly $115 billion in economic activity in 2011, 

(breathing) life into rural communities and supporting more than 1 million 
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Operator: 

jobs. The only entities that benefit from revoking or weakening regulations 

are companies that will increase process by pushing pollution cost on to 

communities. If EPA rolls back environmental protections American citizens 

will suffer the cause of painted drinking water sources, fish that are unsafe to 

eat and the closure of recreational areas due to dangerously high pollution 

level. 

Finally the rate at which this regulatory review is happening is irresponsible, 

environmental regulations have many complex interactions with federal and 

state statutes and laws that cannot be accurately assessed in such a short 

timeframe. The public needs more time to comment on specific regulations 

that have been I.D. 'd for repeal replacement or modification. Thank you for 

this opportunity to speak. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Julia Anastasio from 

Association of Clean Water Administrators. 

Julia Anastasio: Good morning and thank you for providing us with the opportunity to provide 

comments on the executive order. My name is Julia Anastasio and I'm the 

Executive Director & General Counsel for the Association of Clean Water 

Administrators. ACW A is an independent, non-partisan national organization 

of state and interstate water program managers who on a daily basis 

implement the water quality programs of the Federal Clean Water Act. 

Many of our members have responsibility for clean water programs, drinking 

water programs and groundwater protection programs. In order to advance 

the most focused and results-oriented program as possible, EPA must 

maintain a priority of involving states early in this process. And as you 

undertake this process we would like to provide you with the following high

level principles to guide your work. 

Jointly prioritized regulatory review actions with your state water quality 

program partners ACW A is here to service your conduit. States and EPA 

must work together to maintain the current progress, avoid future declines in 

water quality and invest in those programs areas were the most important and 

meaningful water quality benefits can be achieved. EPA headquarters, 
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Operator: 

Peg Bostwick: 

regions and states must jointly plan, evaluate and better orchestrate federal 

and state clean water programs to direct resources and expertise for the 

highest priority water quality problems for that region and/or state. 

Moreover do not proceed quickly, take the time to evaluate recommendations 

since these regs are complex and interwoven. And what may seem like a 

simple tweak may have quite the domino effect. Preserver enhanced 

flexibility for states to implement the Clean Water Act. Streamline processes 

and eliminate duplicative requirements, rely on sound science to guide your 

decisions. No backsliding, preserve the gains that we've already made. And 

as much as possible please limit unfunded mandates, state resources are 

already stretched very thin and any reductions in that funding will make it 

more difficult for them to continue to implement the Clean Water Act as they 

see fit in their states. 

Once again thank you for the opportunity to provide comments, and we look 

forward to working with our partners in the Office of Water. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Peg Bostwick from 

Association of State Wetland Managers. 

Good morning. This is Peg Bostwick. I'm the Senior Staff Policy Analyst 

with the Association of State Wetland Managers which is a professional non

profit organization. Our primary interest today is in speaking regarding 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act which regulates dredge and fill activities 

in wetlands and other waters. Like other water programs Section 404 has a 

very long 40-year history of cooperative federalism, this is nothing new for 

us. Under 404, qualified states and tribes maybe authorized to (some) 

administration of this program and many but not all waters of the U.S. 

However today only two states have fully taken advantage of the opportunity 

to assume the program, this is for multiple reasons but one of them is because 

of uncertainly over the scope of waters that maybe assumed under the 

program. This is issue will be addressed in a report to the EPA to be provided 

later this month through a federal advisory committee process that's been 

going on for a couple of years now. And we urge EPA to consider the 
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Operator: 

Jane Gerdes: 

majority recommendations in this report and to adapt these recommendations 

in revising EPA's Section 404 state program regulations at 40 CFR Part 233. 

I also would like to echo the previous speaker and more broadly encouraging 

EPA as it proceeds to carefully consider the extensive collaboration among 

states and tribes and federal agencies. This is very important in addressing 

multiple concerns and integrating those in the permitting process. Such 

concern is not only state and federal water quality but (hand) drinking water 

programs, flood plain management and so on. And of course we are 

concerned with providing and timely and efficient service to those land 

owners and agencies to apply for a permit. 

Any revision of the federal regulation that desynchronizes this integrated 

process may result in delays and an increase in regulatory burdens rather than 

what is intended. So we encourage you to look at these regulations in a 

context of the local administration. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Jane Gerdes from the City of 

Peoria, Illinois. Jane your line is open. 

Oh, thank you so much. My name is Jane Gerdes I am with the Public Works 

Department at the City of Peoria, Illinois. We're a community of about 

115,000 located along the Illinois River. Today I'd like to specifically talk 

about the NPDES requirements for combined sewer overflow or CSO 

communities. And so my comments basically relate to the facts that these are 

unfunded mandates on small communities. We like clean water, we know the 

State of Illinois likes clean water, we know the EPA likes clean water. 

Everyone does but small communities are very challenged to pay for these 

unfunded mandates. 

So in order to use our resources more likely or more wisely at the local state 

and federal levels, we'd encourage EPA to let the community's technical 

judgment stand instead of having, you know, many reviews on a state level 

and on a federal level, to allow the maximum use of adapted managements 

and project selections addressing CSO. And we'd like to have flexibility to 
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Operator: 

change our projects, our technologies as the years go by to better avail 

ourselves of new best management practices. 

We'd also like EPA to recognize that the affordability challenges and its 2 

percent of median household income does not address things like local 

governments, municipal budget, taxing authority. If I could wrap up I love 

what EPA does, I think they should focus on providing resources and funding 

to address clean water issues. Thank you very much. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Edward Dorsey representing 

himself. 

Edward Dorsey: Hello, I'm Edward Dorsey and I want to thank you for giving me this 

opportunity to speak. I have 27 years working in regulatory programs for 

municipal POTW s. And today I just wanted to say in general that I believe 

that the regulations worked well and they worked well for years. I believe we 

need to continue to have environmental protections that have good remedies 

to enforce the regulations. I do believe that if you look specifically at some of 

the regulations there are opportunities for efficiencies to be built that will help 

small communities and help municipalities implement these regulations more 

efficiently. 

For instance under 40 CFR Part 403, the pretreatment regulations. There's a 

requirement that we inspect permitted users on an annual basis. This is not 

necessary during a five-year term if we inspected each facility twice during 

that five-year term and then perhaps if that individual was found to be 

insignificant, noncompliance and other inspection can be done. Affluent 

monitoring should certainly be done annually. Another example of 

inefficiency that could be built in relates to permit extensions when permits 

expire. 

Under 40 CFR 403 we're required to renew permits after a five-year period 

and there's no allowance for an administrative extension. However under 40 

CFR Part 1 226 there's an allowance for administrative extensions. I ask that 

that be also be allocated to Part 403. Finally I think that it's important that we 

look at the electronic reporting (rules chrome) 40 CFR Part 3 and allow 
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Operator: 

Mark Oliver: 

Operator: 

electronic submission of signed PDF documents. Currently we got fax 

documents and that's a big burden, we should be able to submit them 

electronically. Again thank you very much for your hard work and I 

appreciate your consideration. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Mark Oliver representing himself. 

Hi there. My name is Mark Oliver, thanks for this opportunity to provide my 

input. I have 30 years of Clean Water Act permitting and wetland and river 

restoration for a diverse number of clients throughout the forth quarter states. 

My comments related primarily to Section 404, the Clean Water Act. I 

believe its regulations provide only a minimum standard to protect water 

quality and wildlife habitat. The EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers are 

already basically a permitting agency. They're not really a regulatory agency 

since Clean Water Act permits are pretty easy to obtain. 

The regulatory burden stems from the lack, if there is any, stems from the lack 

of personnel at EPA, Army Corps of Engineers, Fish and Wildlife Service, 

State Historic Preservation Office and tribal offices to process these relatively 

simple applications within a timely manner. It's the lack of personnel not the 

regulations that are causing time delays and burden if there is a burden. So I 

believe these agencies need to hire additional staff to tum permits around in a 

timely manner. 

Violations also need to be rigorously addressed and persecuted because a lot 

of the agencies don't have the time to deal with these issues. And then one 

last thing is the jurisdiction of irrigated wetland needs to be revised as some 

(core) districts, take jurisdictions of irrigation water that's on a slope because 

wetland becomes established on a slope. And that normally would not persist 

in nature in most cases. And so, that's one thing I would like for EPA and 

Corps to take a look at. 

That's all I have, thanks for your ability to take my input. Thanks. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Renee Hoyos from Tennessee 

Clean Water Network. 
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Renee Hoyos: Hello, thank you for the opportunity to speak with you today. As the only 

state-wide organization in Tennessee dedicated to protecting the state's 

waterways TCWN has used the EPA OW rules and regulations to help meet 

our goals of safe drinking water and clean water for use for recreation. It is 

the position of the Tennessee Clean Water Network board of director, staff 

and its members that any changes to the regulatory framework should only be 

made after extensive research and public input on the topics and not driven by 

an artificial deadline of a new administration. 

When you say making regulations less burdensome I have to ask less 

burdensome for whom? Certainly not the public. Polling show 

overwhelmingly the public wants clean water to drink. These regulations 

should not be relaxed for the convenience of industry but should continue to 

help protect the nation's waters that provide drinking water for millions of 

water and provide economic development through recreational opportunities 

for many as well. 

Industry will always find regulation burdensome but they are not the only 

ones who live here. They are happy to use the resource and then share the 

pollution with the rest of us without having to pay their fair share of the 

burden they create. Rules and regulations that have helped protect our nation 

should not be changed in just 104 days. As a matter of fact we need more rule 

making from EPA to help protect our citizens from health threatening water 

pollution. 

TCWN is part of 10 state collaborative tracking and fighting new (trends) 

pollution in the Mississippi River, the largest watershed in the U.S. and the 

third largest in the world. Right now states in the Mississippi River basin 

pollute the water with so much nitrogen and phosphorus, the beaches are 

regularly closed, drinking water is under constant threat and people's pets are 

dying. We want numeric standards for new (trends) nationwide. 

EPA has battled this problem for decades with no avail, protecting the 

Mississippi River will take more common sense regulations not less. Thank 

you for this opportunity to speak. 
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Operator: 

Eva Dillard: 

Operator: 

And your next comment comes from the line of Eva Dillard from Black 

Warrior Riverkeeper. 

I represent Black Warrior Riverkeeper, clean water advocacy group based in 

Birmingham, Alabama. We asked EPA Director Pruitt and the President not 

to rollback federal clean water protections unless you aim is to remake the 

entire nation and the image of Alabama. Federal laws and regulations 

provided critical regulatory minimum in places like Alabama which are 

essential to protect the public health and environment. Alabama always -

already struggles to meet his minimum. We're number one in fresh water 

biodiversity but also number in rare species that at risk of extinction because 

of our failure to protect water quality. 

Diseases more commonly found in the developing world are still found in the 

areas of Alabama plagued by sewage problem. We are beginning another 

recreation season where people will swim in sewage because our 

infrastructure is failing and we don't have a consistent or robust sewage 

notification policy. This is the result when there are many programs under the 

Clean Water Act that are not operating as intended because the regulatory 

systems are not sufficiently developed, implemented, funded or enforced. 

Rolling back clean water regulations or cutting program funding weakens the 

minimum requirements in states like Alabama. You risk reigniting a race to 

the bottom that will harm the nation and the economy. Stakeholders have 

devoted years of careful study and thought to regulations like the Waters of 

the U.S. Rule, the Clean Power Plan and the Coal Combustion Residuals 

Rule. Rules like this protect the public health and environment but also afford 

certainty, debt measure goal and keep the playing field level and encourage 

innovation. 

And importantly their economic benefits exceed their cost. Please make your 

focus bringing states like Alabama inline with the rest of the nation, thank 

you. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Bob Zales from National 

Association of Charterboats. 
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Bob Zales: 

Operator: 

Yes, my name is Bob Zales II I'm President of the National Association of 

Charterboats operators. We represent Charterboats owners and operators 

across the United States and we are platforms and provide the opportunity for 

anglers to recreationally fish. 

Our comment has to do with the NPDES general vessel permit issues. And 

we've been involved with this issues since 2007 and have fortunately have 

been able to have Congress to give us a current temporary exemption to the 

requirements for this PGP requirement. 

And the fact sheets that EPA put out in 2008, they said that there were 13 

million recreational vessels, 81,000 commercial53,000 fret and tank barges. 

The 13 million recreational vessels have been completely exempted from 

these requirements. In the charter boat industry the vast majority of charter 

boats are simply a recreational vessel that has been licensed to operate 

commercially and has to have a U.S. coast license captain to carry passengers 

for hire. There's essentially no difference at all between the vessels that we 

own and operate versus the recreational vessel. 

We're simply looking for this exemption instead of being temporary which 

runs out this coming December to be a permanent exemption because of all 

the issues that are here. This general permit would require the deck wash 

including rain runoff (inaudible) or among the many discharges that will 

require a permit to allow the discharge. These- currently we're regulated by 

the United States Coast Guard and by state resource agencies to ensure that 

the runoffs and discharges that we have comply with all the EPA's slated 

requirements. 

So there's no need to burden us even further with more permitting, more log 

books, more possibilities, more liability for noncompliance and things of this 

nature. So we would recommend that this exemption, temporary that we have 

be applied permanently to the charter boat fleet in the United States. Thank 

you very much. 

And you next comment comes from the line (Dulah Abusen) from Sierra 
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Club. 

(Dulah Abusen): Oh, thank you very much. Sorry I was on mute. Good afternoon and thank 

you for the time. Today I wanted to highlight the importance of the EPA in 

ensuring clean and healthy waters across the nation. As a child from Southern 

West Virginia I've spent many days playing in a small creak catching crayfish, 

salamanders and frogs and I never thought and neither did my parents, I'm 

sure, think twice about letting me play all day in the creak in front of my 

cousin's house. 

However as I became older and my world expanded beyond that small creek I 

learned that that creak was just a small part of a larger watershed and I learned 

about things like mountaintop removal in Southern West Virginia and its 

negative and polluting impacts not only on the water bodies near the mining 

sites but on the many smaller water bodies across Appalachia like my 

childhood creak. 

I bring up these memories because EPA was established decades ago to deal 

with such scenarios, to look at the natural environment as a whole and to 

make it safe and healthy for all Americans. And even though the EPA has 

made many strides in protecting our waters, there's still a lot of work to be 

done. Too many communities across the nation often low income or 

communities of color still lack access to clean water. EPA needs to follow 

through in its core mission, not eliminate protections to ensure that all of us no 

matter where we live and work are protected from risks and have access to 

clean water. 

We cant' afford EPA right now to pull back on its mission to protect human 

health and the environment even though it's being dictated right now by 

President Trump and Administrator Pruitt. Thank you. We may hear today 

about our environment and - a strong environment and building a strong 

economy are at odds with each other. But I think that if you look over the last 

course of the four decades you'll see that a strong economy equal - excuse me, 

clean water equals a strong economy and a healthy workforce. 

So I close with thank you EPA staff and the Office of Water for their 

20 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009141-00020 



Operator: 

A viva Glaser: 

dedication to out nation's waters and the all the work you have done in the 

past. And I ask that you continue your core mission of this agency to ensure 

that my children and all children across the U.S. can continue catching frogs 

and playing in their local waters that are safe and healthy. Thank you for the 

time. 

Your next question comes from the line of A viva Glaser from National 

Wildlife Federation. 

Yes hello, my name is A viva Glaser, I'm with the National Wildlife 

Federation. I want to thank you for the opportunity to address the important 

issue of water regulation. We have 6 million members, supporters and 

affiliate from the country, the National Wildlife Federation is the largest 

national wildlife conservation organization in United States. It goes without 

saying that clean water is critically important for public health and the 

environment. We need stronger relations in place in order to present clean 

water for drinking, for public health, for businesses in order to maintain 

healthy fish and wildlife habitat for sports men and women and to support the 

(outdoor) economy and $887 billion a year (history). 

The conversation we are having must be how to strengthen not weaken these 

safeguards. Safeguards like the clean water act and the clean water rules. 

These safeguards are there for a reason, to protect public health and the 

environment. We depend on the health of our streams and wetlands and forest 

waters and we depend on the EPA to protect these water bodies. EPA 

regulations work analyses of water regulations show that it yields tremendous 

economic public health and environmental benefit. 

So we need the EPA now more than ever to standup for people and public 

health and the environment. To make sure there are strong national 

safeguards in place so that all Americans have access to drinkable water and 

breathable air, and so sufficient wildlife that hunters and anglers (dependence) 

in water need truly have that crystal clear water. The last thing we should be 

discussing right now is weakening the commonsense protections that make 

our water, (clinical), feasible and drinkable. 
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Operator: 

We are also concerned that this process comes short of the necessary public 

input required to made decisions of this scale, decisions that could result in 

real danger to the health of our communities and our environment. And so we 

urge you to have a more robust public input process before making these 

critically important decisions. Thank you for the opportunity to provide 

comments and we look forward to continuing to work with EPA and protect 

the health of our waters. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Hayley Carlock from Scenic 

Hudson. 

Hayley Carlock: Hi, thank you. I am the Director of Environmental Advocacy for Scenic 

Hudson. We are an organization that preserves land and farms and creates 

parks that connect people with the inspirational power of the Hudson River 

while fighting treats to the river and natural resources that are the foundation 

of the Hudson Valley prosperity. 

Scenic Hudson is deeply opposes the proposed rollbacks of this nation's 

bedrock environmental safeguards under the Clean Water Act and other laws. 

The clean water act and the regulations that implemented have been vital to 

the Hudson Valley's economic and environmental resurgence over the past 40 

some years. Today the Hudson River is the lifeblood of this region which is 

home to over 2 million people and it's the foundation of our $5.2 billion 

tourism economy. 

It's easy to take for granted all of the environmental health and economic 

benefits that the Hudson River bring to our region today. But before the 

Clean Water Act the majestic river that inspired the Hudson River's wall 

painting was essentially a cesspool and dumping ground for industries. For 

most of the 28th century the Hudson River was considered a nuisance and a 

scourge to the region. Communities abandon their river fronts seeing river 

front as a liability rather an asset. 

People who lived downstream from the General Motors factory in Sleepy 

Hollow, in Winchester stated that they would know what color G.M. was 

painting the cars on any given day because of the color of the river. The 

22 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009141-00022 



Operator: 

John Noel: 

discharge brought sewage into the Hudson lead to bacterial level over 170 

times the safe limit in the 1960s. 

(Off-Mic) 

... reduction in develop Oxygen so severe, it wipes out nearly all fish for 25 

miles downstream. But today our natural resource economy is thriving and 

attracting outside investment and creating jobs. Far from being a job killer 

clean water regulations have been a boon to the Hudson Valley's economy. 

Regulations like the clean water rule would help further enhance Hudson 

Valley's economic health, ensuring that clean water necessary for drinking 

water supplies, hunting and fishing and water-based recreation will be 

protected from pollution. 

Going back on the fundamental goal of the Clean Water Act to make all water 

swimmable and fishable would be enormously detrimental to our economic 

health, our quality of life and not to mention environmental and public 

(households). Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of John Noel from Clean Action. 

Hi, my name is John Noel of Clean Water Action. We oppose any efforts to 

bring in private sector lawyers to help rewrite the Clean Water Rule. It will 

remove the cornerstones of regulatory development, transparency and 

accountability. Large polluting industry is right now believes they should 

have the freedom to operate at the lowest possible level of environmental and 

public health standards. (It's a reasonable) update the EPA rule and attack on 

their freedom too, but there's another type of freedom, it is freedom. 

We should be able to raise our families and communities free from pollutants 

from coal ash, ag runoff and oil and gas waste water discharges. We should 

be able to live free from pollutants discharge by industries operate at the 

lowest cost possible at the expense of everyone else downstream. In this vein 

we strongly support EPA's work on ELGs for unconventional oil and gas 

dissolving. 
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Operator: 

This is a commonsense step to protect community downstream from oil and 

gas development. Drinking water protections need to evolve along with 

industry practices and this rule striking appropriate balance that protects 

drinking water at zero cost and includes an extended deadline of compliance 

for operators who requested it. We also strongly support the UIC program. 

The number of injection while it's being drilled is increasing but EPA 

resources in this program have (flat line). 

In order to protect drinking water from the continued expansion of oil and gas 

development it's imperative to fund this program at increase levels. The 

program must also be able to provide enough grant funds and state programs 

so these states can safely manage drinking water resources in tandem with oil 

and gas development. EPA should look in removing aquifer exceptions 

provisions which are currently not being implemented or managed correctly in 

many states across the country. 

The aquifer exception rules are written 30 years ago and do not reflect current 

drinking water reality. We should also be clear about this process. It is not a 

good faith discussion about (wait solve) serious problems, this is about 

reducing the government's ability to do set minimum protections for public 

health and the environment while maximizing profits for polluting industries 

that are influential in Oklahoma political circles. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Navis Bermudez from Southern 

Environmental Law Center. 

Navis Bermudez: Thank you. Hi. This is Navis Bermudez with Southern Environmental Law 

Center. SELC works in six states in southeast with local and national partners 

to protect the environment of its citizens. We believe that EPA should not be 

getting rid of regulations for the benefit of polluting industries. Instead EPA 

should be focused on its mission to protect human health and the environment 

by implementing, enforcing and strengthening protections. 

I'll mention two regulations that we feel should immediately be implemented. 

The first is the 2015 Clean Water Rule. Under all scenarios the agency's 

analyses has indicated that there are more benefits than cost to this rule. And 
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Operator: 

in the southeast, in our region at least, 20 million people get their drinking 

water from sources that are feed by streams, wetlands and other waters the 

Clean Water Rule would help protect. The rule as finalized in 2015 should be 

implemented. 

Another recent finalized regulation that EPA has (indefinitely stayed) is the 

affluent guidelines for stream electric power generating source category. The 

rule is projected to reduce the amount of toxic metals, nutrients and other 

pollutants that are allowed to be discharged by stream, electric power plants 

by 1.4 billion pounds and reduce water withdrawal by 57 billion gallon. 

The estimated compliance cost for the final rule is $408 million and the 

benefits are on (top), $451 million to $566 million. We feel this rule should 

be implemented immediately because in our region at least there are plans that 

are polluting our streams and rivers in Tennessee. I'll just give you one 

example before closing. The Cumberland Fossil Plant is ranked as the largest 

mercury polluter among coal plants reporting to the toxic release inventory in 

2015. 

So for those and other reasons, (I'll feel) that EPA should continue to enforce 

regulations on the book and strengthen those as necessary. Thanks for your 

time. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Kaity Friedman from Charles 

River Watershed Association. 

Kaity Friedman: Hello, my name is Kaity Friedman and I'm calling from the Charles River 

Watershed Association in Greater Boston, Massachusetts. The Charles River 

has made a tremendous turnaround since the 1990s and is today considered 

the cleanest urban river in the United States. The Charles River Watershed 

Association worked very closely with EPA Region 1 on the Charles River 

cleanup, and we think the staff and programs here in New England are 

outstanding. 

The EPA played a monumental role in the complete revitalization of the 

Charles River in Boston Harbor by setting high standards for stronger 
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Operator: 

pollution control requirements such as the national pollutant discharge 

elimination system. The Clean Water Act section 303( d) has been pivotal in 

creating pollution plans that have lead to the revitalization of many urban 

watersheds in Massachusetts, helping to address nitrogen and phosphoms 

pollution which have negative impacts on the tourism economy and public 

health. 

Environmental regulations need to be maintained and in fact strengthened 

rather than repealed. We have proven firsthand that investments in clean 

water, our economic drivers for the larger economy. All of the investments in 

cleaning up Boston Harbor and the Charles River which are considered a 

tremendous burden at that time have had a fantastic return on investment, our 

region is booming. Programs should be revamped to make it easier to get 

money out to the states and partner groups. 

Regional EPA offices should be staffed up so that they can do their necessary 

work in a thorough and timely way. Finally, I would like to thank the EPA 

Office of Water for inviting me to speak as I feel our experience here in the 

Charles River can help other rivers and water resource professionals around 

the country. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Victoria Sullivan from the 

American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity. 

Victoria Sullivan: Thank you. I am with the American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity 

which is a national trade organization, its mission is to advocate on behalf of 

coal-based electricity generation. ACCCE support's EPA's efforts to evaluate 

existing regulations for repeal, replacement or modification. At the same time 

we expect the EPA's effort to continue protecting our precious water (quality). 

Among EPA's regulations the steam electric effluent limitation guideline rule 

is a particular concern to ACCCE and its members. 

Fortunately EPA has announced it will reconsider the ELG mle and has 

implanted a (stay) of its compliance state, pending reconsideration judicial 

review. ACCCE wholeheartedly supports EPA's reconsideration of the ELG 

mle. This mle is already having a severe impact on the existing (play) of coal-
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Operator: 

Cara Cook: 

fired power plants. The ELG rule along with its companion coal commotion 

residual rule are imposing hundreds of millions of dollars in cost that are 

being sighted by power plant owners as primary reason for announced coal 

plant retirements. 

For example, southern company forecast the cost of a CCR and ELG rules to 

be 1.8 billion, in (northern India), a public service company projected the total 

cost for the ELG and CCR rules to these as much as 830 million and to be a 

major driver in the retirement for coal-fired electric generating (end). In 

contrast to the cost and plant closure burden of the ELG rule, even the 

previous EPA's cost benefit analysis of the rules shows that its cost exceeds its 

water quality benefit. Therefore we commend EPA for reconsidering steam 

electrical and look forward to working with EPA and other stakeholders of the 

agency reconsider the Effluent Limitations Guidelines rule. Thank you. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Cara Cook from the Alliance 

of Nurses for Healthy Environments. 

Hi, thank you. This is Cara Cook. I'm a registered nurse and speaking on 

behalf of the Alliance of Nurses for Healthy Environments. Our organization 

strongly supports public health regulations such as the Clean Water Act, as 

the health benefit of these regulations far outweigh the cost. These 

regulations should be strongly enforced not weaken. As nurses we recognize 

clean water as essential component of human health while the Clean Water 

Act has made grate strides to ensure all of our citizens have access to clean 

drinkable water. There are many families who still do not have access to 

clean water. 

As highlighted by the recent crisis in Flint, Michigan many communities need 

the EPA to strongly enforce current regulations so children and families are 

not unknowingly being exposed to toxic metals such as lead and other toxic 

chemicals. Many of those impacted by unsafe drinking water are low-income 

families or communities of color as we saw in Flint and Charleston, West 

Virginia. These families had to resort for bottled water for cooking and 

bathing or had to drive long distances for clean water. And families in Flint 

are still struggling. 
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Operator: 

(Eric Ulson): 

These are expenses these families cannot afford and these communities should 

not be forced access clean water in this way. Water contamination also 

creates concerns for hospitals and health care facilities. Their patients are 

already some of the most vulnerable and not having access to clean water 

creates a significant burden on these facilities. 

Following the chemical spill in Charleston, West Virginia hospitals are 

scrambling to find enough clean for routine but necessary operations such as 

hand washing for staff and visitors, laundry, sanitation even newborn's first 

bath. Due to the central public health protections afforded by clean water the 

Alliance of Nurses for Healthy Environments supports strong enforcement of 

clean water regulation. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Eric Ulson) representing himself. 

Thank you. Compliance cost for regulations are too often seen as simply a 

profit eroding drag on the bottom-line, and this appears to be the premise of 

today's hearing, reducing regulations to improve the economy. This simplistic 

view is really consistent with President Trump's campaign rhetoric and the 

slogan of "Make American Great Again". But United States is already great 

when it comes to a 21st century economy that supports jobs while protecting 

the environment. 

U.S. is a global leader in developing innovative technology that businesses 

require to cost-effectively protect and enhance our water resources, everything 

ranging from water filtration systems to advance manufacturing methods. 

Access to clean water is a growing global issue. And the United States can 

either be the economic leader in developing and deploying innovations to 

provide clean and save water to billions of people, or we could do what this 

proposal suggests, new regulation as a zero-sum game that pits jobs against 

clean water. 

Now is not the time to back away from such innovation and regress to a more 

polluter-friendly nation. The Clean Water Act or much of what the EPA 

works to accomplish is premised on the idea that common-pool resources like 
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rivers and lakes can no longer be treated as free garbage dumps by profit

seeking industries. There are real cost to water pollution. The Deepwater 

Horizon explosion and spill lead to a $20 billion settlement. The cost to 

fishing in Louisiana was pegged at $2.5 billion. A much smaller chemical 

spill in Oak River in West Virginia cost the local economy $19 million per 

day, roughly 24 percent of the economic output of the region. 

The clean water industry on the other hand provides jobs and economic 

development throughout the country. A 2014 analysis by the clean - by the 

Water Research Foundation concluded that water, waste water and strong 

water utilities contribute $52 billion annually and support almost 300,000 

permanent jobs in the next decade. We need to basically keep moving 

forward and not be rolling back at regulations. There's really too much to lose 

by going backwards. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Kalah Pendetwinn), Natural 

Resources Defense Council. 

(Valerie Berrin): This is (Valeri Berrin) speaking on behalfofmy colleague (Kalah). On behalf 

ofNRDC, more than 2 million members and supporters did stop this 

misguided attack on public protections. The Office of Water provides vital 

drinking water protection for the American people, gaps and critical 

safeguards that only this office can fill remain and are endangering the 

American public and future generations. 

The Safe Drinking Water Act, one of our bedrock environmental laws 

established the role of government in providing safe, clean drinking water. To 

protect drinking water, the Safe Drinking Water Act direct EPA to develop 

federal regulations. Under the Safe Drinking Water Act, the EPA is required 

to identify dangerous drinking water contaminants from arsenic to xylene and 

develop rules that either set maximum permissible levels for them or establish 

protocols to treat them. 

NRDC today published a report showing that nearly 77 million people, 

roughly a quarter of the United States population spread across all 50 states 

were served by water systems reporting violation of the Safe Drinking Water 
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Act in 2015. 

We also found that systems serving very small communities such as rural 

areas have significantly higher rates of violation of the health standards and a 

higher percentage of total violation compared with larger systems. Systems 

serving less than 500 people accounted for nearly 70 percent of all violations 

and a little over half of all health-based violations. One in every 12 

Americans were served by a drinking water system with the health-based 

violations. 

Health-based violations of the rules are most frequently cause cancer causing 

family of chemicals called disinfected byproducts, coliform bacteria, the 

failure to properly treat surface and ground water, remove dangerous 

pathogens, nitrates or nitrites that can cause Blue Baby Syndrome and lead 

and copper. 

President Trump and the (administrator) who had appeared want to roll back 

these vital protections which protect the public health based on the process of 

(basically) seeking complaints about existing federal safeguard. But it's clear 

that we need more safeguards and our job isn't done. 

EPA has not set a single new standard for drinking water under the Safe 

Drinking Water Act since 1996. And in those 20 years, EPA has decided that 

only one new contaminant should be regulated (inaudible) on the safeguards 

that we need and focus the agency's time and expertise on fixing depressing 

pollution problems facing our country. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Jennifer Chavez from Earthjustice. 

Jennifer Chavez: Hello. The federal government has a fundamental interest and duty to protect 

waters that play an important role in interstate commerce. Any burdens 

associated with these regulatory protections are temporary and monetary in 

nature. While the harm caused by water pollution and lost of wetlands is 

difficult, it's not impossible to reverse and very expensive at that. 

It's entirely appropriate that businesses that exist to generate profit should pay 
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for the cost of preventing their industrial operations from harming waters. 

And those costs should not be shifted to overburden taxpayers. 

If EPA is looking to reduce regulatory burdens and we have two suggestions 

for regulations that are creating unnecessary burdens and are not helping EPA 

fulfill its statutory duties to protect water. 

Number one, EPA should repeal its regulations that allow states to adopt 

water quality standards variances. Variances served no useful purpose that 

isn't already served by compliant schedules, which are established in the 

ordinary course of permitting and only need to- five years when a permittee 

is required to go through a renewal process anyway. Variances create 

confusion, unnecessary process and serve no interest other than delay. They 

have to be submitted to EPA and revisited every three years, creating 

uncertainty and more work for everyone including the regulated community. 

Number two, EPA should repeal its recently adopted regulation that (our) 

regional administrators and regional water quality division head from making 

the finding under Clean Water Act Section 303( c) that revise our new water 

quality standard is necessary to achieve the goals and requirements of the 

Clean Water Act. 

This regulation removed a crucial tool from EPA's regional offices and local 

staff who are sometimes in the best position to judge the local needs of water 

protection. Forcing this process to go through to the few staff at EPA 

headquarters served no useful purpose other than to burden and delay the 

much needed process of updating water quality standards. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Steve Jackson) from SCAP. 

(Steve Jackson): Thank you for the opportunity to speak today. This is (Steve Jackson) 

Executive Direction for the Southern California Alliance of Publicly Owned 

Treatment Works, SCAP. 

We represent over 80 public agencies providing essential waste water service 

for 20 million people in seven counties of Southern California. Our issue of 
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Operator: 

Ward Wilson: 

greatest concern is an unpromulgated water toxicity test method being 

required by EPA and NPDES permits. The Test of Significant Toxicity or 

TST statistical endpoint has not been adopted into title authority of the Code 

of Federal Regulations Part 136, and therefore, should not be incorporated 

into NPDES permits. 

The TST guidance was not promulgated through notice-and-comment 

rulemaking, and includes an explicit disclaimer confirming that the document 

is not a permit or regulation itself. Yet, the EPA has been incorporating the 

use of unpromulgated TST into NPDES permits. 

Furthermore, the State of California working with EPA is in the process of 

adopting a statewide action that would require NPDES permittees to 

incorporate the TST. Through these actions, the EPA is exceeding its 

authority by using an unpromulgated statistical procedure. The false positive 

error rate, which is the frequency of incorrectly identifying a nontoxic sample 

as toxic of the TST is between 15 percent and 50 percent. This false positive 

error rate has and will continue to result an increased rate payer rate costs with 

no environmental benefit. 

California has approximately 230 waste water treatment plants based on the 

range of false positive error rates. This regulation would result in an 

economic impact to the public, conservatively estimated a $20 million per 

year in California. 

We are asking the EPA to issue a clarification that the TST is not promulgated 

under 40 CFR Part 136, and as such, should not be used to assess toxicity 

under the NPDES permitting program. This clarification should direct states 

to formally resend any previous violations, assess using the non-promulgated 

TST statistical endpoint. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Ward Wilson from Kentucky 

Waterways Alliance. 

Greetings from the home of the Kentucky Derby and the Bourbon capital of 

the world. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

32 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009141-00032 



Operator: 

Kentucky Waterways Alliance works to protect, restore and celebrate the 

waterways of our great commonwealth. We look to USEP A to set a floor of 

standards that we apply locally. Water regulations do impose some cost and 

time and money, but their benefits are even greater. 

All along the Ohio River, our state's northern boarder. Cities use the river for 

drinking water, recreation and economic development. All of which are 

possible because the river is now much cleaner than it was before 1972. Let's 

work together in a meaningful inclusive process to make regulations work 

better to achieve their objectives, not lose the games that we already have won 

through hard work and expense. And this Saturday, when you're watching the 

Derby, remember those (inaudible) looks are made from clean water. Thank 

you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Nancy Turek) from

representing self 

(Nancy Turek): Thank you for this opportunity. 

Non-Hodgkin lymphoma, ovarian gastric and bladder cancers, 

methemoglobinemia, and birth defects are diseases that results in many 

burdens including human suffering and enormous cost for treatment, health 

care, and missed work. These are diseases that, in some cases, could be 

avoided if drinking water was not polluted with nitrates. 

I would talk- like to talk about the burdens placed on people from unhealthy 

drinking water. Many people aren't familiar with the Flint, Michigan water 

contamination problem, which has yet to be fully addressed. Currently, much 

of the burden is on the families, the consumers. 

But we live in Wisconsin, and unlike a city, our water comes from private 

wells. It has been known for many decades that over 20 percent of the wells 

in areas which makes agriculture exceed drinking water standards that were 

intended to protect human health. Treatment costs are shouldered by the 

consumer not the polluter, yet little is being done to enforce those health 

standards, which again bare cost for water treatment disease and health 
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msurance. 

Pollutants like nitrates, pesticides and herbicides have been increasing in 

Wisconsin ground water. Treatment and replacement cost for individual and 

municipal well caused families millions of dollars annually. That's three 

times more to remove a pound of nitrogen from drinking water than it does to 

purchase the pound of fertilizer. 

We cannot continue to place the burdens of water treatment and disease on 

individuals. We need to reform how this is handled. We need the EPA and 

the states to enforce the standards that are in place and substandards for the 

thousands of additional chemicals found in ground water that currently lack 

standards. Thank you. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Marvin Wright Jr. from 

Pyramid Lake. 

Marvin Wright Jr.:And thank you. I'm with the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe in Nevada. And I 

just wanted to acknowledge the work of the environmental protection agency 

with it in charge across the country. 

Water is fishable and swimmable are the foundation of- for water quality. 

(Manageble) waterway, you know, certainly has to have the water, you know, 

to be (manageable). Those that know the hard work and struggled to achieve 

water quality systems know the danger of those and authority that do not 

know what hard work earns, you know, in earning our place in the quality 

ecosystem. 

Reducing the regulatory burden should provide the proper designated 

authority to continue with the enforcement of water quality standards. And of 

course, controlling water quality standards are the only means to assure 

acceptable water quality for any water system that have no control, or 

reducing the regulatory enforcement can move pollution controlled backward 

instead of forward, or moving as sustaining water quality will not destroy any 

quality ecosystems. 
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Operator: 

(Jeff Dailey): 

Clean water is important to any reasonable person. The dependency upon 

limited water supplies create a natural response to protecting that supply 

legally and by managing it to exercise the right for entitlement or the purpose 

to use. The management of water supply is for purposes designated 

throughout a season of use and through the water here established the 

meaningful effort to restore and maintain aquatic ecosystems. 

Human life has it's place in the life cycle. That lifecycle must- and the water 

management is important attribute to the balance of lifecycle with water use. 

Internal watershed is not like any other waters that flow into the ocean. This 

makes a great basin, important to sustain quality standards amenable to 

support life as we know it. The supply must balance with demand, all 

demands. 

So, I just wanted to acknowledge just in closing that, you know, our 

tributaries falling into Pyramid Lake, you know, is really important that the 

regulations that allow the management, you know, continue and that things 

are not going to be turned back, you know, by the political forces and the 

political, you know, influences out there, you know, that ignore, you know, 

the importance of water quality. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Jeff Dailey) representing himself. 

Good morning. My name is (Jeff Dailey) I am from the State of New 

Hampshire. And I would like to address the fact that President Trump and 

Secretary Pruitt, if they roll back the EPA work to clean water sources, this 

will increase the health cost due to the contaminated water sources being 

consumed. 

EPA and other agencies need to continue its research on emerging 

contaminants such as 1,4 Dioxane, PFOA, PFOS, PFCs, and the other recently 

recognized chemicals. Nothing has been done with the water act since 1996. 

Here in New Hampshire also the (inaudible) New York, we have serious 

water source problems with no real federal support to resolve the previously 

mentioned chemicals, including lead, arsenic and chrome 5 and 6. 
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Operator: 

Cheryl Nenn: 

Do not allow lobbyists or industry lawyers or industry to be involved with the 

(blue writing) or determination of future EPA rules on clean water. Clean 

water is life. You cannot survive without it. I thank you very much for this 

opportunity of making my comment. Thank you. 

And you do have a comment that just came in from the line of Cheryl Nenn 

from Milwaukee Riverkeeper. 

Hi. I thought I was on hold to make a comment. So, I'm not sure what 

happened. But thanks for the opportunity. 

We are really concerned, as others have mentioned at this effort, to reduce, 

replace and modify regulations, target safeguards without fully considering 

the benefits they bring to average Americans like clean water and healthy 

communities. It's EPA's duty to enforce these safeguards like the Clean Water 

Act and not to make things easier for industry. Plus, the idea that 

environmental regulations are hurting business is an alternative fact. 

In reality, there's ample evidence that environmental regulations greatly 

improve our economy, our health and our quality of life. And weakening 

safeguards like the Clean Water Act and common sense protections like the 

clean water rule would diminish water quality and lead to more erosion and 

runoff that would threaten the 3 billion lakeshore tourism economy that we 

have in Wisconsin, our 9.4 billion recreational boating industry, and 

movement of 7 billion in cargo through our ports. 

In addition, hundreds and millions of people depend on clean water for 

drinking water, livelihoods and recreation, and we've benefited immensely 

from regulations reducing water pollution and would be very harmed by 

proposed removal of these regulations. Approximately, 83 percent of the 

citizens in the Great Lakes depend on public drinking water systems that rely 

in intermittent, ephemeral, and headwater streams. And those water supplies 

would be harmed if the clean water rule, for example, is revoked. 

In addition, increases in polluted runoff to the Great Lakes from removal of 

regulations would threaten the drinking water supply of 40 million Americans 
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and Canadians. And we really can't afford another drinking water crisis like 

what happened in Toledo, Ohio in 2014, when as we know, phosphorous 

included runoffs for harmful algae blooms that shut down water supplies. 

We've had similar close calls with harmful algae in Wisconsin, in both Green 

Bay and Lake Winnebago. And we need to be making sure that our water 

regulations are stronger and not weaker. In addition, the only entities that 

benefits from revoking or weakling regulations are polluters, and then the 

American public essentially has to pay for the financial and health cost of 

cleaning that up. 

In Wisconsin, (inaudible) has just finished up cleaning a large portion of the 

Milwaukee River. And we removed over 180,000 cubic yards of 

contaminated sediments to the cost of 50 million. So, contamination always 

has a cost, so we must ... 

Operator: Your next comment comes from the line of Doug Krapas from Inland Empire 

Paper Company. 

Dough Krapas: Good morning. I assume you can hear me. 

We're located on the Spokane River in Washington State, that is a 303 (d) 

listed water body for PCBs. In lieu of the conventional TMDL process, our 

community has implemented a direct implementation plan referred to as the 

Spokane River Regional Toxic Taskforce to address PCB water quality 

concerns in the Spokane River. 

The taskforce is represented by municipal and industrial permit dischargers, 

conservation and environmental interest in the state and federal regulatory 

agencies. It's evidenced from our analysis that significant contributions of 

PCBs to the Spokane River watershed originate from sources currently 

allowable under EPA's Toxic Substance Control Act regulations. 

Studies by the taskforce show that allowable concentrations of PCBs and 

consumer products represent an ongoing source of PCB loading to the small 

Spokane River that through normal use, contributes to exceedances of the 

applicable water quality standards. 
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The taskforce has then identified numerous consumer products that contains 

significant concentrations of PCBs that pose a potential threat to human health 

and the environment, with pathways including storm water, industrial and 

municipal waste treatment plant discharges, and ambient contributions. 

On November 28th, 2016, the EPA published revised Water Quality 

Standards for Washington State that lowers the PCB criterion, from 170 parts 

per quadrillion to 7 parts per quadrillion. The new water quality criterion is 

over 7 billion times lower than the 50 parts per million currently allowable for 

inadvertently generated PCBs under the Toxic Substance Control Act. 

With this new rule, potentially every water body in the State of Washington 

will fail to meet water quality standards for PCBs. And this situation is not 

unique to the State of Washington. 

The taskforce request that EPA evaluate and correct the discrepancies that 

exist between the Toxic Substance Control Act and the water quality criteria 

for PCBs based on the merits of the executive order in EPAs reference 

stockists. Thank you. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of Philip Cern era from the Coeur 

D'Alene Tribe. 

Philip Cemera: Thank you. I am the Director of the tribes Lake Management Department, the 

Coeur D'Alene Tribe or those people that were found here, that create or put 

them on Lake Coeur D'Alene to protect this body of water. 

Protecting human health and the environment is our paramount concern. The 

tribe has been at the forefront in this effort of protecting our natural resources 

in our homeland. In Idaho, polluters, with the support of the State of Idaho 

have called the shots and have trashed our homeland, and therefore, we are 

one of the largest super funds sites, a $3 billion cleanup effort that is 

spearheaded by EPA. 

Clean Water Act regulations also are critical in this effort to clean up our 

basin. EPA is currently our biggest ally and its safeguards are critical. 
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Without EPA's regulation, we go back to the dark ages of unfettered pollution. 

Our water system and Lake CDA, Coeur D'Alene is the economic strongholds 

of our regions. Without a healthy lake, all is lost for a healthy future, both 

economically and environmentally. Thank you. 

Operator: Your next comment comes from the line of Danielle Cioce from Harris 

County Engineering Department. 

Danielle Cioce: Good afternoon. Harris County Engineering Department has years of 

experience in water quality, as well as a member of the regulated community, 

and as a regulator. Harris County is our nation's thirds largest county in 

population and home to more than 4 million residence with over 1700 square 

miles. 

In order to properly serve and protect our community and the environment, 

Harris County must comply with numerous regulations, including the CW A 

and state water quality protection counterpart, the Texas Water Code. 

We submit the comments that follow for consideration. Number one, support 

the continued use of best management practices rather than numeric limits in 

stormwater quality MS4 permits. This has been a recent effort by the EPA to 

move towards an excellent limit standard for MS4 permits. However, the 

Federal Clean Water Act does not require MS4s to strictly comply with 

Chapter 33 U.S. Code Section 1311 B 1 C. Instead, Congress required MS4 

discharges to "reduce the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent 

practicable, including best management practices, control techniques and 

systems, design and engineering methods, and other such provisions as the 

administrator determines appropriate for the control of such pollutants." 

Chapter 33 U.S. Code Section 1342P3B. Best management practices have 

been shown to be an effective way to improve water quality in our 

community. Numeric excellent limits for stormwater are burdensome for the 

regulated entity of the taxpayers. 

Number two, support the incorporation of nutrient data with regards to 
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Operator: 

Ian Lyle: 

bacteria total maximum daily load. The relationships between that nutrient 

and bacteria is not explored in current TMBL (detector). It is challenging to 

address waters that are impaired for bacteria without all the science to 

understand the complex interactions that may make meeting the bacterial limit 

impossible. Regulations should be based on complete science for the benefit 

of the taxpayer. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Ian Lyle from the National Water 

Resources Association. 

Thank you all very much. Appreciate the opportunity to comment today. 

And thank you for your work on Clean Water Act. 

I offer these comments on behalf of the National Water Resources Association 

and the 20 plus million, our members to supply water too. 

Our members are responsible, members of the regulated community, however, 

we feel that the Clean Water Act needs to be applied appropriately. We 

recommend clarifying that isolated non-navigable interstate waters should not 

be jurisdictional. Clarify that manmade irrigation canals, ditches and drains 

are not navigable waters and are not waters of the U.S. are non-tributaries and 

should not be subject to Clean Water Act jurisdiction. 

Further, we believe that a clarified and expanded processes to preserve 

agricultural conservation practices and their exemption from Clean Water Act 

are continued. We also believe that a clarification is needed to make sure that 

jurisdictional impoundments do not include manmade off stream facilities that 

are lawfully appropriate and remove water from the environment, such as a 

drinking water system, offstream storage pond, a intake canal or a forebay at a 

hydroelectric plant. We also believe that we need to clarify jurisdictional 

tributaries are not limited to waters that contribute- are limited to waters that 

contribute direct flow towards additional navigable water. 

We will file additional comments in the docket. And thank you again for the 

opportunity to comment today. 
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Operator: 

Mitchell Reid: 

Operator: 

Emily McKee: 

And your next comment comes from the line of Mitchell Reid from the 

Alabama River Alliance. 

Hello and thank you for taking my call and for giving me the opportunity to 

call in. 

Alabama has over 132,000 miles of rivers and streams, and unfortunately, the 

current regulations do not go far enough to protect these waters. Some 

examples of these include routine failure to adequately regulate storm water 

discharges, which is waiting to impairment, for instance, the Cahaba River 

near Birmingham, Alabama. And the failure to require permits be updated for 

what is often decades. And we're seeing this with administratively continued 

(colash) permits that have well over 10 years of expired time. 

The last thing I would say is in response to the waters of the U.S. rule and 

previous comments, that if there is a connection to navigable waters or waters 

where people will be in contact with those waters, that water should 

absolutely be regulated, whether that is a tributary stream or where that that is 

a manmade conveyance that would carry water into a tributary stream or 

navigable water. There is, in my opinion, no safe place to dump pollution if 

that pollution is going to end up in the waters of the U.S. 

Thank you very much and we look forward to participating further in the 

comment session. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Emily McKee representing 

herself 

Given comments from the top of the executive branch lately, I'm very 

concerned that reducing regulatory burden may mean actually review

removing environmental protections, as I know a lot of the other callers from 

this line have expressed. Removing protections may enhance short term 

benefits for some companies but it would extent. I actually enjoyed breathing 

clean air and drinking clean water and I would find it quite burdensome not be 

able to do so. 
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These regulations that we have to protect our air and water were developed to 

meet a need, namely this deep temporal discounting that we humans tend to 

employ. As an environmental anthropologist, I have seen how we tend to 

undervalue the future. We weigh down the short term end side of the scale 

when thinking about long and short term benefits. 

This means that I'd favor the ease of dumping my own factory that's flowing 

in the streams today over filtering and processing it even if that affluent may 

raise my kid's risk of cancer. And the problem is that I can't necessarily know 

these long-term risks myself as an individual. 

It takes some collective reminder that the long term effects of our actions to 

keep that scale balanced, and this isn't simply hypothetical. History has 

shown how necessary environmental regulations are. I don't want to reh1m to 

the days when the Cuyahoga River was so slick with oil that it caught fire. 

And that's not ancient history. The river was burning in 1969 when my- the 

year my dad graduated from college. 

So, thanks a large part to the EPA's regulatory work, the river is now home to 

dozens of species of fish, where 50 years ago there were none. And human 

nature hasn't changed in those 50 years. There are still both altruistic and 

more focused folks among us. 

Just as importance, economic incentives through global competition for cheap 

products pushed companies to cut comers more now than ever. Cutting 

comers often means externalizing environmental cost. But if a business 

owner is not required to take class in terms of pollution controls, recycling, et 

cetera, there's others who will shoulder those costs. And it is usually those 

marginalized and disadvantaged among us, low income people and people of 

color who have to do so. Cancer Alley in Louisiana is a shameful example of 

how poorly companies may "regulate themselves in environmental matters." 

The harmful effects of pollutants do not go away simply because we ignore 

them. Would like us to remember how burdensome a more polluted 

environment ... 

42 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009141-00042 



Operator: 

(Gene Lumis): 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Gene Lumis) representing 

themselves. 

Hello. I'm speaking just as a private citizen with concerns about my country, 

my family and my friends. 

I believe that America deserves to have clean water and clean air for its 

citizens now and in the future, and that we owe it to ourselves and the global 

environment to be good stewards of the earth. 

The regulations are necessary to ensure clean air and water and I'm opposed to 

any actions that limit the ability of the EPA to ensure strong regulations to 

protect public health. Business and industry will profit- will be profit driven 

and they won't self-regulate. 

Regulations won't kill jobs. Regulations will ensure that our water is 

drinkable and our air is breathable, so our public health is at risk. We can't 

put the profits of business owners over the lives of citizens. And I urge the 

EPA and the Trump administration to support strong regulations. 

We can afford to tum back all the gains we've made, clean up the 

environments that we know are toxic. We can afford the increased cost of 

hospitalization that will come for citizens affected by the poisons we know 

that are present in our water and in the air. So again, I urge the EPA and the 

Trump administration to make our regulations stronger not weaker. And I 

thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of Valerie Nelson from Water 

Alliance. 

Valerie Nelson: Thank you very much. The Water Alliance have worked with multiple 

stakeholder groups. The development of integrated water resource 

management approaches, one water where you bring water, waste water, 

storm water issues all together in one framework. And we've also trying to 

focus on non-point surface of pollution that are- were not typically part of the 

original Clean Water Act areas of concern. And we're also very interested in 

green and natural systems approaches to mitigating problems. 
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Operator: 

Our comment would be that the regulations developed sometime in the past do 

not necessarily match either the problems or the best solutions going forward. 

They don't typically allow for relatively non-conventional approaches such as 

natural oyster reef or wetland protection that nature can do as well as any kind 

of waste water treatment plant, for example. 

So, I'd like to encourage EPA to continue its work in development of 

innovative consent decrease, where allowing for pilot projects and for non

point solutions, green and natural solutions have happened in some cities and I 

think that's a tremendous kind of flexibility and support for the optimal 

identification of the problems and the best solutions as they can evolve with 

demonstration and pilot projects. Thank you. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Madeline Foote from the 

League of Conservation Voter. 

Madeline Foote: Great. Thank you so much. My name is Madeline Foote and I am testifying 

on behalf of the League of Conservation Voters over a million members 

nationwide. 

The EPA's mission is to ensure that all people in this country are protected 

from significant risk to human health in the environment where they live, 

learn and work. We haven't even come close to accomplishing this goal yet. 

Too many communities, often low income or communities of color, still lack 

access to clean air and healthy water. EPA needs to step up its game, not 

eliminate protections that ensure that all of us, no matter where we live, work 

or learn are protected from risks and have access to clean water. We can't 

afford for the EPA to pull back on its mission. 

Often, communities with the least power bear the brunt of pollution and 

impaired public health after decades of policies located polluting facilities and 

other industrial activities near their homes and schools. These communities 

need a strong and robust EPA to stand with them to create a floor through 

common sense, guidelines to ensure their cities and states don't sell their 

health to the highest bidder. 
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Operator: 

The last thing we need right now is for EPA to consider weakening the 

safeguards that protect these communities and all of us from polluter's efforts 

to jeopardize our water and damage our public health. 

We've seen one happens when access to safe and clean water is interrupted as 

it was in Flint, Michigan. Life is interrupted, business and schools are 

shattered, families have to spend money on bottled water for cooking and 

bathing or drive miles and miles to find access to clean water. In some cases, 

low income families and those who aren't Native English speakers haven't 

even been aware that their drinking water was compromised. The social and 

economic toll of dirty and unusable water is massive. 

Instead of eliminating regulations, we urge the EPA to spend its time and 

resources on exploring how to protect clean water for all communities across 

the country. Thank you. 

Your next question comes from the line of Stephanie Madsen from At Sea 

Processing Association. 

Stephanie Madsen: Yes, good morning. I hope that everyone can hear me. This is a little bit 

awkward. I'm calling in from Alaska. 

I understand people's concern about drinking water for sure, but I'm a little 

disappointed that EPA doesn't (been) some of the regulatory programs for 

people to specifically comment on their program. We certainly don't want to 

roll back clean water regulations, but there are burdensome regulations for my 

industry which is a fishing industry that doesn't go towards protecting your 

clean water but increases the cost of operations, particularly in compliance not 

in regulating clean water. 

So, I think this would be a much better process if we look at the different 

programs and you've been them according to the regulated industries' 

concerns. I certainly appreciate and respect people's concerns about drinking 

water in other parts of the country. I think if the regulations were working, we 

wouldn't have those problems. So I'm not sure it's the lack of regulations that 

are causing the problems. 
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Operator: 

Julia O'Neal: 

So I would appreciate EPA being a little more strategic in their request for 

regulatory burden comments versus just opening it up why, because I think a 

lot of things are being confused here. And I certainly don't want my 

comments to be interpreted as relaxing drinking water regulations, but the 

regulatory burden to some industries is quite high. Thank you. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Julia O'Neal from MCSC. 

The Mississippi Chapter of the Sierra Club. I live on the Gulf Coast, and for 

seven years and counting, we've been coping with the (B.P.) oil spill. It killed 

many animals and it corrupted the sound waters of the Mississippi sound and 

the entire Gulf Coast in many other states. 

So, I'm speaking just as a observer that if we want to have water that we can 

drink and swim in and cook with, then it's going to be much more expensive 

for taxpayers to revoke the Clean Water Act. They will have to figure out 

locally how to clean up water that industry has happily and cheaply polluted. 

If industry has no responsibility, then why do we have government? I know 

that the current number 45 and (through it) want to get rid of government and 

this will certainly do that and excellent way to do it. Welcome back to the 

dark ages as one of the earlier speakers said. It's going to increase all of our 

cost health wise. If we leave our water polluted and drink it and eat it, but 

we're going to have to clean it up and it's going to be local that we're going to 

pay for. Thank you. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of (James Hui) from University 

of New Hampshire. 

(James Houle~: Hello. Yes, my name is (James Houle). I work at the University of New 

Hampshire. And specifically with the stormwater center, we've been 

researching storm water issues for over a decade and a half. And I just wanted 

to bring to like two things that I haven't heard discussed. So we value clean 

water as well and it's in our mission. We're dedicated to it. But I wanted to 

talk about three particular things. 
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One, originally, we were funded by the National Oceanographic and 

Atmospheric Administration, NOAA, and we simply became aware of the 

division and ambiguity that exists between the two federal mandates between 

EPA and NOAA. And so, we'd really like a scientists, we'd really like to- for 

EPA to understand that land work issues quickly affect and contribute to 

coastal issues and more effort. I know some effort has been done, but more 

effort to really integrate, these land work and coastal issues should be 

addressed. 

Another term that is of concern regarding policy on water infrastructure is 

particularly with respect to stormwater management. It's a fact that much of 

our existing infrastructure especially in the eastern seaboard is half a century 

old or older. And if we're going to invest in infrastructure upgrades, either 

(planned) or social response to catastrophic failures like hurricanes, then we 

need to make sure that the latest and greatest science and best management 

practices are being implemented. To be clear, business as usual, likely 

represent practices that are over a half a century old. 

(And note), much of the testimony offered today presents a duality, either for 

or against, or for clean water or against over burden some regulation. And in 

fact, I want to present an alternative that scientific technology with respect to 

non-point source control especially with respect to stormwater management is 

evolving and has changed and is rapidly developing. 

New innovations from implementation are coming out that clean water better 

and are cheaper to implement, and that also has to be considered as well. So 

regulations need to be flexible in order to incorporate these innovations that 

are adopting over time. Thank you very much. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of a (Bob Hoffman) representing 

himself. 

(Bob Hoffman): Yes. Hi, can you hear me? My comment is in how this entire conference is 

being framed as reducing burdensome regulations. Regulations are not 

burdensome. They are protections for consumers so that we can have clean 

water. Regulations are necessary component in our society. Without 
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Operator: 

regulations, then for profit entities will simply (collude) at will without any 

sort of repercussions, our health, the health of our children and our 

grandchildren is at stake. 

I beg the EPA to stop deregulating existing system and, in fact, add more 

regulations because all of our water is polluted. We are being poisoned. And 

I can point to any number of ways we're being poisoned everything from 

nuclear ways to extractive industry pollutants from fracking that use 

chemicals that are known carcinogens, waste from a public systems that are 

poorly managed, that are dated, not the list of which is laid in our water. 

I fail to see how deregulation does anything except poison more people, as 

well by maintaining regulations and putting (bar) into play. We are actually 

creating jobs by importing- there you go. OK. What can I say? 

And your next comment comes from the line of William Hannemann from 

Aqualete Industries. 

William Hannemann: Hello, and thank you for taking my call. He'd never cease to amaze me as 

I've been in construction for the last 45 years, the amount of advancements in 

technology on the job site. The masons get out of their car, they bring the 

tools, they bring the lasers, they can build a concrete wall accurate within a 

quarter inch of a half a mile. Everybody is walking around the job site with 

cellphones talking to their relatives in Europe. The technology use to check 

the airflow on the buildings. But what do we bring on the job site to protect 

the most precious natural resource water, bales of hay and (platter) bags. 

I think that it's time that we step up our technology. And when the- we start 

to deal with the regulations, we make sure that we are not deregulating the law 

set there in effect regarding storm order and job site runoff. For sediment and 

hydrocarbons that are washed down the street and into our water ways. It is 

essential that we keep these in place and -but we can also streamline the 

regulatory process and we can streamline the inspections. 

Most of the soil conservation districts are overwhelmed and do the best job 

they can, but they are very, very overwhelmed. I think it might be possible to 
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incorporate the township plumbing inspectors into these regulatory bodies into 

their on-the-job site any way, and pumping order and plumbing as part of their 

expertise. I think it would be excellent if we could use that. So I think that if 

we could incorporate- I think it would save some money to incorporate the 

plumbing inspectors along with the other regulatories to do some cursory 

inspections and we can truly work on what you're trying to accomplish here 

which is to- it avoid multiple inspections and multiply layering of regulations 

that's really causing us money. And that's my comments. 

I just want to clarify that the company I was -- (really the) comments here, 

representing the Aqualete, A-Q-U-A-L-E-T-E Industries, we're in New Jersey. 

And I hope everybody got my comments before. If anybody didn't, if you'd 

like me to repeat them, it's basically says that the technologies that we've 

made in so many other areas of the - of construction industry has been 

excellent. But the advancements that have been made in the water treatment 

industry are still back in the dark ages. 

We're still using (platter) bags and bales of hay to process the water that's 

discharged from job sites foundations and so forth that should be- and the 

law had clearly states EPA that was passed. And I believe in May 8th, 2015 

or' 14 clearly states that that order must be treated before it's discharged. 

These laws are not being enforced by any stretch. I think everybody would 

agree with that. 

And that we really need to step up our inspections on that. But one of the 

ways that we could do that was how to over burdening the regulatory body is 

to possibly incorporate that into the plumbing inspections of the houses. If we 

can incorporate that into the national code enforcement division, that would 

allow the plumbing inspectors who are already inspecting the pipes and the 

boarder and so forth and already have expertise in this field, they're on the job 

site anyway. And that will be part of their inspection and that would relieve 

the regulatory bodies not to have to stop by at every job site and every 

building under construction and they can then concentrate their efforts unto 

other areas. 
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Operator: 

Rob Moir: 

Operator: 

And I think it would be a great relief both for regulations, not that we relieve 

the regulations but- one of the problems we have is the soil conservation 

districts are overburdened with what they have to inspect. And this would 

take the old construction industry and free up all those inspectors to inspect 

other areas more effectively. 

And your next comment comes from the line of Rob Moir from Ocean River 

Institute. 

Hello. I'm Rob Moir from the Ocean River Institute up in Cambridge, 

Massachusetts. And I would urge, you know, given the state of our water 

ways, the EPA should be fully funded. When Congress fail to pass a bill to 

give funds to municipalities to test for the drinking water for harm for 

chemicals, you know, the EPA was all that was left to help us out with testing 

for that. 

We just had a study of drinking water in the thousand schools in the Boston 

area of Massachusetts and majority of them had led in the water. But we 

wouldn't know unless funds a spent to test this. So it's very important. 

Time and time again, we see the EPA working with businesses to help them 

find ways to reduce their pollution. Please, fully fund the EPA. 

You're next comment comes from the line of (Karen Melubam) from 

Environment Now. 

(Karen Melubam):Hi there, this is (Karen Melubam) from Environment Now, calling from the 

city of Los Angeles, California. We are the largest city and the second largest 

county in the country, 4.5 million people lives in the city of Los Angeles, 9 

million lives in the country. And as many as you know we've experience the 

historic drought here in California over the past five years, only recently 

experiencing some relief. 

But I'll tell you a story about how we've change our dependency on water 

supply during drought years when we cannot import water to Southern 

California because of drought which happens cyclically and more often here 

in California in recent years. We depend more and more on ground water. 
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And when we look to our groundwater basins in Southern California and Los 

Angeles, we find decades upon decades of pollutants in our groundwater 

basin. Industrial pollutant and in the (peripheria) of Los Angeles out into the 

agricultural area, we find legacy pollutants from the agricultural sector. 

The reason that pollutants are there was because regulation failed us for 

decades. This means that we have to spend more and more money, (rate) care 

money on cleaning up those groundwater aquifers, have the regulations been 

enforce to begin with than we would have had clean water available to us. 

These expenses hold disproportionately on poor people throughout the basin. 

And we need the help of the EPA to not only enforce regulation but to work 

equitably with rate payers to clean up and protect their groundwater resources 

moving forward. I not only support the continued issuance and enforcement 

of regulation. I believe the EPA's office needs to be better funded and the 

state agency that carries out a lot of their regulations must be better funded as 

well. 

I know that here in Los Angeles Country, we have 3,000 permitted industrial 

facilities. We have between 6,000 and 8,000 un-permitted facilities that 

contribute to the pollution. 

Operator: Your next comment comes from the line of (Ann Hatwain) representing 

herself 

(Ann Hatwain): Hi, yes. I just wanted to say that I agree with everything that the previous 

speaker said about we don't- we need to maintain all the regulations from the 

EPA and support with budget items in the budget, both at the federal and state 

and local level. And we don't need to repeal any of the regulations. What we 

need to do is strengthen them and make sure that this country has clean water 

for everyone, both in the city and in the country and in all the states. 

Operator: 

So again, I'm just supporting the EPA and all of its regulations. So please 

make note of that. Thank you so much. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Scott Yager from the National 
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Scott Yager: 

Cattlemen's Association. 

This is Scott Yager from the National Cattlemen's Beef Association. Our 

organization represents the whole cattle value change and cattle expertise goes 

all the way to the retail side. We represent mostly (cattle) producers, feedlot 

operators, stockers, and these are folks who are (raving) down those on the 

ground. And we've been through a lot of (inaudible) issues on their behalf 

Cattle producers biomark one (on March), want an healthy environment and 

then personally invested in (inaudible) and water clean for their kids and 

grandkids. Conservation programs are especially useful to them and provide 

them a flexibility they need to make smart conservation decisions. 

I think the conservation we're having here today is a really good one to start to 

ask. And it's not just about rolling back the regulations. I think that's part of 

it but it's looking at current programs to figure out how do we streamline and 

how we make them easier and better for the regulative entities to comply with 

them and for them to execute programs and packages on their operations that 

will help not only through environment but only group to the bottom line, 

which is really vital that culture industry and you have futures who are really 

living year by year on the margins. 

So with that I want to say, therefore they are working together with the EPA 

and I would urge the agencies to listen to the voice of producers and to hear 

what they're saying, and to really try to work together collaboratively with 

them to figure out way to solve some major issues. Thank you. 

Operator: Your next comment comes from the line of (Bob Weaver) representing 

himself 

(Bob Weaver): Thank you. I urge the administration to continue funding support for the 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit Program. And to 

rely on that for both short term and long term requirements and to dispense 

with the use of civil consent decrees for implementing or, yes, for 

implementing long terms schedules for publically owned treatment works. 
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Operator: 

John Hill: 

The use of long term - the use of consent decree, so a consent decree has been 

misused by many prior administrations, Republican and Democrat, and both 

the administration and the Congress must spend more funding into the 

NPDES Permit Program as administered by many or even most of the states. 

Thank you very much. 

Your next comment comes from the line of John Hill from the Board of 

Church and Society. 

Good afternoon. Thank you for holding this listening session of the chance to 

make comments. My name is John Hill. I serve as the Director of Economic 

and Environmental Justice for the United Methodist Church's Board of 

Church and Society. Our church has around 7.5 million members across the 

United States and another 4.5 million who was outside of the U.S. 

When our church gathers every four years to take official statements, we have 

a number that express our belief in water as a sacred gift from God, and our 

responsibility is stewards our God's creation for protecting and rightly sharing 

that gift of water. Our policy is clear and opposing effort to privatize or 

monopolize water and it clearly calls on government at all levels to make 

transparent in community-centered decisions around water use. 

A lot of our members are front line responders in times of disaster, both 

natural disasters but also human-created disasters like those of Flint, Michigan 

and Charles West Virginia, for people particularly those with least resources 

have been expose to dangerous toxins. And who's lives have been abandoned 

because of the failure of government to properly regulate and properly fund 

clean water systems. 

We have worked with EPA in the past and we are hopeful to do so going 

forward in support of strong regulation to protect God's people and God's 

planet. In addition, we support full funding for EPA to carry out its vital 

mission. We know how critical water is for the help and well-being of our 

communities and all the creation. So thank you again for the change to make 

these comments and look forward to strong efforts by EPA to protect God's 

gift of water, thank you. 
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Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of (Mary Neggy) from

representing herself 

(Mary Neggy): Hello. My name is (Mary Neggy). I'm a graduate student in public health, 

going to U of M. I have learned a lot in the last year about what the EPA does 

and their mission, and how successful the Clean Water Act is in for example. 

And I've also learned a lot about what happens when companies regulate 

themselves and it's frankly terrifying, and I think that the EPA has a very 

important mission and I don't think that air regulatory policy be diminished in 

many way. If anything, I think it should strengthen and that is what I have to 

say. 

Operator: 

Please keep doing the good work, EPA. That's all. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Arianna Suttengrare) representing 

herself 

(Arianna Suttengrare): Hi, thank you very much. I am (inaudible) Ecologist and an 

Ecosystem Ecologist. And one of the things I wanted to say particularly about 

the Clean Water Act is that, this is one of the strongest piece of legislation we 

have that actually protect wetland in the United States. And we lands 

provided tremendous amount of value to the American public, (someone in) 

ecosystem assessment gave wetlands a value of $15 trillion that was back in 

1997. So obviously, those - that value would probably even greater today, 

actually hard to put an actual estimate on these things. 

But in terms of reducing things like the severity of hurricanes, etcetera, 

there's another $22.2 billion per year that U.S, wetlands provide to the United 

States. And so, because of the Clean Water Act is such an important part of 

the way this country protects our wetlands, I am very much against any 

changes in the Clean Water Act without very careful assessments of what 

kinds of impact that would mean for both the Clean Water Service which we 

haven't even spoken about, but also all the other benefits that wetlands 

provide to the American people. 
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Operator: 

And so, I am very strongly oppose to changes in the Clean Water Act which is 

one of the federal pieces of legislation we have in this country and quite 

honestly has been the model from any other countries as well. 

My experience with the Clean Air Act is a little bit less related to my own 

profession, but I also very interested in the protection of the Clean Water Act 

- sorry, the Clean Air Act. And in particular, the more recent advances in 

terms of thinking about regulating carbon dioxide through the Clean Air Act. 

Carbon Dioxide in excess is a pollutant and it should be regulated like any 

other pollutants and it is causing tremendous harm already to the planet. 

Mostly in the United States, we are seeing that in terms of changes in 

precipitation patterns. We're seeing increase drought and we're seeing more 

severe precipitation in many cases. 

And we are then also seeing obviously raise or sea level rise that are 

increasing and beginning to affect many, many communities that previously 

did not ever experience flooding. We're having flooding not just from major 

storm events from also nuisance flooding. So you're getting regular blue 

skies, beautiful day flooding of coastal communities and all of that is related 

the building greenhouse gases in the atmosphere. 

So again, EPA, you've been doing a great job on implementing this very 

(inaudible) amount of legislation in the country. I don't want to see it 

weakened in any way. And we need to be very careful as we make any 

changes in the regulations that EPA enforces because all of them have been 

put together based on very sound science by most community science. And 

so, it's very important that we not weaken this key legislation. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Cynthia Hagre) representing 

herself 

(Cynthia Hagre): This is (Cynthia Hagre), I'm an Aquatic Ecologist. And I've worked for many 

years in areas related to wetlands, surface waters, et cetera. I don't support 

any kind of weakening of any regulations with EPA. Currently work- has in 

place and in fact believe that we should be strengthening regulations and 

working harder at some mandatory controls for nonpoint source solutions 
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Operator: 

including from agriculture. Thank you. 

Ladies and gentlemen, as a reminder if you would like to make a comment, 

please press star then the number one on your telephone keypad. That is star 

one to make a comment. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Mike Swarovski) representing 

himself. 

(Mike Swarovski): Hi, this is (Mike Swarovski). I'm representing myself having dealt with 

Operator: 

the EPA for a long time. I would very much hope that we could take the 

regulation and if it's something that's required every six months, make it a 

year if it's something that's year, maybe make it 18 months, to try to reduce 

the reporting burden that is just choking America. If we could just not 

demanded in such a frequency, I guess that would be- that's the word. If it's 

something that has to be, you know, we're got to do all the tests and 

everything but if we could still push back so we could have a 50 percent or 

something less frequency, it would be such a help to America. 

Again, nothing would change the quality of the water, wouldn't change. It's 

just the burden that the EPA just annihilates people with. If they could just, 

you know, help us with that, instead of every six months a year, instead of 

every year, every 18 months, it would be a great help. Thank you very much. 

And your next comment comes from the line of (Robert Wayland), also 

representing himself. 

(Robert Wayland): Good afternoon. I'm quite concern about reducing regulatory burden and 

at the same time reducing environmental protection. I think EPA's regulation 

is generally have been well thought out. I had been subject to extensive 

public comment in many cases. They've been litigated. Usually with both 

sides that is - those from industry and those from the environmental 

community represented. And we still have a lot of work to do to have our 

nation's water meet the statutory objectives of the Clean Water Act. 

I have been off and on for the last seven years working as a volunteer member 
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of the Virginia Water Control Board, and the Chesapeake Bay executive 

committee advisory committee. And I know we have a lot of additional work 

to do to allow Americans to enjoy the many services that are provided by 

surface water and by wetlands. And I thin that there should be a very careful 

look at proposals to reduce burden, to ensure that they don't have the same 

time reduce the protections that all American deserve and most Americans 

want. Thank you. 

Operator: Your next comment comes from the line of Kathy Phillips from W aterkeeper 

Alliance. 

Kathy Phillips: Thank you. I'm a coast keeper with Waterkeeper Alliance. I'm from the 

Eastern Shore of Maryland. I do not support any weakening of EPA 

regulation and in fact I would like to see better controls of non-point sources 

through EPA, particularly as it relates to agriculture. That is the number one 

source of pollution to my water shed and to the Chesapeake Bay watershed. 

There are too many exemptions given to ag compared to other polluting 

industries. I think that we need all the current Clean Water Act protections 

that we have right now. This is important in my watershed especially 

protections of water, of wetlands, for this low coastal community of mine, on 

the eastern shore of Maryland is our last line defense against sea level rise. 

We'd not want to see any regulation rolled back on protecting our wetlands. 

Back to agriculture again, the Clean Air Act, ammonia disposition is also one 

of the largest contributors of nitrogen to My coastal water shed as well as the 

Chesapeake Bay watershed. I think there's -encourage by recent legal 

decisions to have EPA monitor and regulate ammonia emissions from 

combined animal feeding operations. 

And I would just like to end by saying that sea level rise is a major concern, 

salt water intrusion into our drinking water is a major concern and coastal 

resiliency is the best way to protect the economies of these coastal regions. I 

think that the EPA has been doing a fantastic job so far, the men and women 

who've work within the EPA have always been very helpful to me when I've 

had to contact them on issues. And I just want to say thank you EPA and to 
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Operator: 

our current administration and to those listening in on this call, I support 

protecting the EPA, the Clean Water Act and the Clean Air Act. Thank you 

very much. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Jennifer Coffey) from ANJEC. 

Jennifer M. Coffey: OK, thank you. This is (Jennifer Coffey) from ANJEC, the Association of 

New Jersey Environmental Commissions. I would like to say that we oppose 

any roll back to the Clean Water Act or any EPA regulation. This phrase 

reduce regulatory burden as a euphemism. And it comes from Governor Chris 

Christie here in New Jersey. We have seen it before. And what it has 

translated into is roll back and protection for drinking water, for clean air, for 

soil erosion. 

It is not acceptable to happen at the federal level. We need if anything 

stronger mles and regulations to protect the water we drink, the air we breathe 

and the food that we eat. I want to echo the comments of several people 

before me and say that the clean water act is essential and could even be 

enhanced in terms of its implementation for agriculture in nutrient 

management, manure management, paying more attention to sea level rise that 

is happening as for climate change. We are seeing it happen in our coastal 

community such as New Jersey, the South Jersey bayshore, the Atlantic coast. 

We are our lands eroding. We are doing work to try to fortify out wetlands. 

We are seeing our community wells being infiltrated with ocean water 

because it's coming in further and faster than we've ever seen before. We 

have drinking water issues in New Jersey. Some of our lead levels are higher 

than they were in Flint, Michigan. 

So to have a conversation that implies anything, that indicates any kind of a 

roll back in monitoring measurement, public access to data, information. 

Where standard is completely unacceptable to us and those that we represent. 

And so thank you for the opportunity to speak and again, also echoing the 

comments of others. 

I'd worked with EPA for a long time and there are staffs at the EPA New York 
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Operator: 

Headquarters in D.C. and I know in other places that do a fantastic job in 

providing resources, expertise, counsel ... 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Rebecca Rotor) from

representing herself 

(Rebecca Rotor): Yes, thank you for the opportunity to speak. I have not prepared my 

comments. I am very concerns that there's no weakening of any 

environmental regulations, especially pertaining to water and air in my case. 

I'm a Pennsylvania shale gas refugee. I live in a rural country, South 

(Rohana) Countyl 

Operator: 

Susan Masten: 

I had organic chemicals in my well water. I had documented impacts 

(inaudible) in science from flaring at Well pass that happened 1,800 feet from 

my house, from using (inaudible) PM 2.5 spec monitor that documented very 

high levels of PM 2.5 which I think most likely came from one of the natural 

gas compresses, processing in this extraction field gas. 

I feel that EPA does a wonderful job. At the end of the day, that's all I had, to 

reach out to protect my health, my air and my water because rural 

communities fall through the crack. And I am against any additional 

consideration being given to industry to roll back regulation, because that's 

going to translate into people getting sick like myself, because the 

environment, protecting the environment is protecting public health. Thank 

you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Susan Masten representing 

herself 

Hello. This is Susan Masten I'm an Environmental Engineer, has been 

working in the field for over, almost 40 years now, which is frightening. Live 

outside of New York City, can remember the smog and the asthma attacks that 

I had because of the smog. 

I want to, (of course), offer my thanks, gratitude (inaudible) with EPA for all 

of the regulation for their own place that have improved public, improve the 
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Operator: 

Ryan Sinclair: 

Operator: 

environment and I want to request that no additional weakening of regulations 

being made. EPA is there to protect public health, to remember what life was 

like before the EPA. So even now, it's clear that there are significant numbers 

of death still due to poor air quality. 

There still issues with our water quality. We need to protect our air. In terms 

of C02, C02 is clearly a pollutant, correlation to C02 level. And I mean, sea 

level rise, have aT-value ofless than 0.0001, correlation to explain C02, and 

already excited to also have aT-value ofless than 0.0001. 

So we're on almost unbelievable correlation between sea level rise and C02. 

We know the reasons for this. We understand the science. It's time we at, 

thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Ryan Sinclair representing 

himself. 

I'm a Environmental Microbiologist that work as an Assistant Professor and 

Lorna Linda University. And right now I have a project out in some of the 

tribal lands around. And I wanted to say that I'm against reducing any 

regulatory or even any attention to the Safe Drinking Act. I go out to this, 

tribal areas and I measure drinking water and, you know, the EPA regulations 

are great. 

But I mean, if this people can't meet these regulations now and they don't have 

safe drinking water, what it the regulations and requirements were, you know, 

somehow ease up. And we wouldn't even have leg to stand on when we're 

approaching the environmental justice issues for these tribal communities. 

So, yes, I'm against- against any repeal or revisions and if anything, there 

needs to be research but effective indicators, microbial indicators to this, to 

monitor drinking water. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Kathryn Thomas) representing 

herself. 

(Kathryn Thomas): Hi, I'm an Aquatic Scientist with an environment law background. And 
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Operator: 

over my 40 year career, I have worked for a variety for entities including 

watershed, a major water supply, utility for East Coast city, state and federal 

river conservation programs. 

Like some of the others on this call, I'm often asked to remember the world 

Free Clean Water Act and free most of our other environment laws. I spent 

my childhood and teen years living in world without these laws. I object to 

characterization of this inquiry on it's phase, that the term regulatory burden 

implies that there some sort of unequal attention being placed on private 

industry that is not fair. And I think we have to stop ( commoditizing) air, 

clear air and water. And we have to in capitals, capitalistic system, expect 

that any business that uses public trust resources such as air, water and land if 

required to internalize the externalities they place on those resources. 

That means they do not get to keep all the process while expecting the public 

to bear all of the burdens of anything that they do to these resources, so thank 

you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Emily Summer) representing 

herself 

(Emily Summer): Hello. I'm (Emily Summer). I'm an instructor for the Alabama Real Estate 

Commission and have been practicing real estate (inaudible) since '81. I'm 

also on the advisory council for local clear water organization called Dog 

River Clearwater Revival. 

Operator: 

We do not need to throw back any of the regulations where you have scene 

that benefits of clear water and clear air here in Mobile. 

The problem is that the children are being educated K through 12 about 

environmental issues with there as I said lack among adults. I teach them in 

the (will to) continuing education classes and then this news to them about 

clean water and clean air. So we need to put a bigger push on educating a 

general public but we did not roll back any regulations. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line Faith Zerbe with the Delaware 

Riverkeeper Network. 
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Faith Zerbe: Hi. Yes, I'm biologist with Delaware Riverkeeper Network, I've been doing 

this work for about 20 years. Before that I did private consulting for about 

four years related oil soil response in national research damages assessments. 

And clearly this is far as this idea regulatory burden to protect our air and our 

water, which again we cannot have a state economy, a healthy environment if 

we do not have a clean air and clean water. 

Here in Pennsylvania where I have lived pretty much my whole life, we look 

to the APA to really help us to enforce the mles that are available to us. And 

where soft of few like extraction has clearly left, abandoned mine drainage in 

mral communities and people who are very sick in mral communities of 

Pennsylvania, who look to the EPA to often step in and to be that voice from a 

community perspective also with NEP A and other mles by having the ability 

to work with various agencies as the community. We have the ability to look 

at things like pipeline, the fracking pipelines that are coming across 

Pennsylvania and the more south chill region right now, really big issue. 

The methane emissions with GPA had been regulating and now there is a step 

back, another really big issue. So certainly we need to be strengthen to these 

mles and any point that these mles are burdensome. Again, it's a policy and 

it's not tme because of anything we need think. So thank you for the time. 

Operator: Your next comment come the line of David Loveday from WQA. 

David Loveday: I'm Director of Government Affairs for the Water Quality Association. We 

represent the water treatment industry for residential, commercial and 

industrial. We also represent dealers and install water treatment. 

As more contaminant are found and more emergency contaminants are 

become regulated, we think that our products have been brought in as to 

create and remediate these contaminants. We mn the ground on Flint, 

Michigan. We have products in the ground now and Petersburg, Milwaukee 

and other communities. 

So we would like to see this as continue use our product as short term, in 
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Operator: 

some cases maybe a long term solution in rural and this advance communities. 

So please keep this type of treatment in mind as you - as we find the 

contaminant to the emerge contaminant. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (Mark Selinger) from the Slump 

School. (Mark), your line is open. 

(Mark Selinger): My name is (Mark), I'm at the Slump School. One thing I'd like to offer up is, 

one way to reduce regulatory back log with Clean Water Act with 

reestablished the Army Corps of Engineers, (certified with the) linear program 

that was around in the 1990s. The idea was a test program was to basically -

to attempt to privatize the wetland delineation process. And the press idea 

behind this was enable highly trained certified professionals to undertake the 

rule which is currently filled by Army Corps of Engineers. 

Operator: 

And this new idea would basically be for the cordial to kind of take a back 

seat to this delineation process and basically simply administer certification 

programming get out of the jurisdiction, a real process entirely. Private sector 

developers currently enjoy the benefit that the U.S. tax payer covers all the 

expenses related to these establishments but what with boundary by the core. 

By transferring this rule to private professionals developer can cover the 

course associated with this effort rather than the taxpayer. 

As they are benefiting from one of the project profit regenerate, it seems 

reasonable to expect as they could cover this expense. And so now that we 

save the tax payer money, it will also generate jobs and also with this 

(inaudible) will be subject to income tax, and that effect is a government 

revenue with the lot. One other benefit is that the private sectors that are able 

to handle the work volume and the tum around time with jurisdiction 

determinations can play with the increase. 

And one of the biggest complaints is the construction relates as results ofU.S. 

on credentials back logs as one of the biggest challenges facing in the 

developments. Thank you. 

Your next comment comes from the line of (James Cleghorn) representing 
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himself. 

(James Cleghorn): Hi. This is (James Cleghorn) living in Maryland now formerly at Western 

Pennsylvania in the fracking fields. I did submit written comments. 

The first thing I want to say is that I just heard about this conference call here 

today 20 minutes ago then I would encourage GP A to do this again. You 

need to hear from the voices of people who are affected by regulations that are 

right now good but not good enough. There is no- there is no validity to the 

premise that this regulations are burdensome if they don't need to be made less 

burdensome. If anything else, they need to be improved upon and tighten but 

the industry has been at the table every single time or DP A regulation has 

been formed as we can do to the best of their ability. 

And now they want to weaken that more with this red hearing that there are 

burdensome regulations that are affecting them. So my point here in addition 

to what I've submitted in written testimony is that, this listening session needs 

to continue. What I've heard here is just about everybody is say that it is not 

burdensome that we need to in fact preserve the regulations that protect our 

environment. Thank you. 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of Jenifer Collins from 

Earthjustice. 

Jenifer Collins: Hello. My name is (Jennifer Collins) and I'm an associate legislator 

representative for Earthjustice. I appreciate the opportunity to speak today, I 

grew up in Florida and my childhood was been spent on the water. 

From the time as I was graduated from college, I lived within walking 

distance of lake or river. But even as I appreciated the beauty of my local 

water ways, I saw signs of environmental problems. From water quality 

advisory posting to the smell of algal blooms and fish kill. 

Unfortunately that reality is not uncommon, with some 46 percent at our 

country streams in rivers and 32 percent of wet lands and poor condition unfit 

for swimming, drinking or fishing. The EPA was created and went to laws 
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Operator: 

like the Free Water Act were pass because unchecked pollution was impacting 

the lives of families, businesses and communities like mine. 

But I still want to do, we made great strive and cleaning up our water in 

promoting public health for growing the economy and strengthening small 

businesses. 

Common sense that all safe guards to help space and municipalities control 

and reduce the pollution of our rivers, lakes and bays as vital to the health of 

these communities. 

The conversation we need and should be having now is how to strengthen 

landmark safe guard like the Clean Water Act and common sense protection 

like Clean Water Rule. More than 117 million people get their drinking water 

from store that (inaudible) streams that are protected by the Clean Water Rule. 

Yet, instead of insuring that these sources of drinking water are clean and 

safe, our elected officials are doing everything they can to make it harder to 

protect free water and public health. 

We know that it is not the- in the interest of polluters to police themselves, 

strong safe guards from EPA and other agencies ensure that polluters can't 

simply process to poor people and when they do, there are consequences. 

Communities need strong and robust EPA to stand with them and create 

common sense safeguard, not with move protected regulation. Thank you. 

The next comments come from the line of Ben Alexandra from the Legion 

Association. 

Ben Alexandra: Hi. This is Ben Alexandra from the Maryland League of Conservation Voters 

actually. And basically we're more worried about drinking water than we 

have been for year. 

So when looking at the disasters in Flint, Toledo, Charleston and many others, 

it's clear that we really need to be discussing how to strengthen our protection 

not weaken them. Because often it's communities with the least power that 

really bear the branch of the pollution, the effects of entire public health and 
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water pollution. So we really need to be talking to how we can strengthen 

landmark safeguards like the Clean Water Act and the Clean Water Rule, et 

cetera. 

And from perspective here in Maryland we've had a huge effort to restore the 

local rivers and streams in Chesapeake Bay. And these efforts are working, 

you know, the bay started to come back with the (head stone) starting to 

shrink, bay grasses are starting to re-grow, bull crab is starting to come back, 

et cetera. And this bay is the huge economic engine of the state and the 

whole, you know, Mid-Atlantic Region. 

But this recovery is fragile and it's not a long way to go. So, it really mean in 

enforcing existing regulations is incredibly important as most cost effective 

way to reduce pollution. And the economic benefits that we get far that way 

at any sort of that cost burdens with them. So, we really need strong 

regulations to protect the health and welfare of all Americans and I hope that 

we can have that conversation soon. Thank you very much. 

Operator: The next comment comes from the line of Diana Mahmud representing 

herself 

Diana Mahmud: Yes, good morning, at least it's morning here in Los Angeles. I am speaking 

for myself although I am an elected council member for the city of South 

Pasadena. I'm chair of the San Gabriel Valley Council of Government Water 

Committee. Our council of governments represents 31 cities and in our 

region, the cost then as four compliance is $6 billion. The estimated cost 

within the 88 cities of L.A. County is $20 billion. 

In one of my region smallest cities, within my council of governments, the 

cost is estimate at $1 million per resident. Part of the region the cost is still 

high is that 33 (PMDLs) had been identified in our (MS4) permits based upon 

dubious science. 

The cost is absurd in Los Angeles County because we are essentially being 

required by our local water quality control board to capture and infiltrate 

storm water within our respective jurisdictions. This in tum revolts in cities 
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Operator: 

being required to do such things as digging up parks, building a substructure 

within the parks and then replacing the lawn. I should mention that to 

estimate the cost that I have cited are capital cost only, they do not include 

operation and maintenance. 

We are prohibited from using existing flood channels which are concrete line 

structures because they are considered (wodust). We have little control over 

the pollutants in our storm water. We need to strengthen regulations to 

require more robust science in establishing water quality objective. In a 

workshop scheduled later on this week, a (303D listing) is based upon a single 

water sampling. We need to codify in regulations, EPA Financial Capability 

Assessment Guidance for (MS4) system to make consideration of the 

guidance mandatory, where an existing water way has been dramatically 

altered here in Los Angeles County over the decades by concrete lining. We 

need to ...... from the definition of (wodust). Thank you very much. 

The next comment comes from the line of (Jenny Neumann) representing 

herself (Jenny), your line is open. 

(Jenny Neumann): Thank you. My name is (Jenny Neumann) from Los Angeles, California. I'm 

not- replaced or modify the existing environmental regulation. They are 

critical to protect or share natural resources. The benefits of these regulations 

are at way a new burden of complying with them. Yes, they cost money but 

as a tax payer and a consumer to whom the cost will be passed. 

I'm willing to pay of little extra to ensure that we have clean water, clean air 

and healthy forest because I believe our economy, our national identity and 

our national security depends on it. Thanks. 

Christine Ruf (EPA): I think this speaks the last of the commenters, it's 2:00. We need to close 

the session. But thank you to everybody on the phone and also online for 

hanging in there for three hours, we only have a few folk to drop off the 

webinar. So, thank you so much, we appreciate your inputs, we will be 

transcribing your written and verbal comments. I just put a- we just put a 

link online to folks about sending us an e-mail. I thought we would have your 

e-mail addresses through the webinar, but I was advised otherwise. 
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So, the e-mail address to send in a request for the transcript is online, but it's 

owregulatoryreform@epa.gov. All the folks that were on the phone, we do 

have your e-mail so we can send you to that information as well. 

A reminder that EPA docket on this issue across all the program will close on 

May 15th. So if you want to send an additional comment, please do so by the 

15th. 

So, thank you for joining us. (Joe), any last- anything you want to say? 

THE COMMENTS BELOW WERE SUBMITTED AS WRITTEN 
COMMENTS VIA THE WEBINAR, IN ADDITION TO THE 
VERBAL COMMENTS ABOVE 

Mateland Mayes: I'm from Warren County, NC. WE fought against having a PCB dump forced 

on our community in 1982. After of decades it was discovered that the landfill 

was not sealed and that the liner was breeched. The EPA and the state were 

forced to clean and decontaminate the landfill. Water safety is very important 

and without proper regulations, poorer communities can once again be tareted 

to become waste towns. I think that the EPA should be strengthened NOT 

weakened. 

Andy Kimmel: EPA rules were prepared through lengthy and thorough rule-making processes. 

This rushed process does not properly provide enough opportunity to properly 

evaluate the value of current protections. It also presupposes that protections 

need to be removed. Each rule should be reviewed through a full process with 

ample opportunity for public comment. 

Christina: Agree with Andy 

Jesse Iliff: one wonders whether rolling back regulations that protect our health and environment 

makes sense, when it seems unlikely that EPA can effectively enforce the 

regulations we currently have, considering they can't organize a conference 

call. 
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Shirley Clark: Under the federal Multisector General Permit, certain industrial dischargers are 

required to meet specific stormwater discharge limits (numeric limits). The 

regulations should require that municipalities, specifically new development 

and large-scale redevelopment, should be on a timeline to move into that 

direction. 

Curt McCormick: I will also submit in writing: 1. 40 CFR Part 403: EPA needs to adopt 

administrative extension for IU permits that mirror the criteria used in the 

NPDES regulations (40 CFR Part 122.6).2. 40 CFR Part 403: EPA needs to 

put out a policy that makes it clear to EPA regions and States that POTW s 

must keep their local limits, legal authority and program up-to-date even 

where a NPDES permit is expired. An expired (administratively extended 

NPDES permit) cannot be modified by EPA/states to incorporate a 

pretreatment program approval as a minor modification of the NPDES 

permit. EPA must allow POTW s to adopt updates at the local level (with an 

appropriate newspaper notice) where the POTW is operating on an 

administratively extended permit. The modifications should be reviewed by 

the Approval Authority to assure they are approvable. Then, when the 

NPDES permit is reissued, EPA/states can incorporate the minor 

modifications. Curt McCormick, POTW.com 

Brady, City of: There seems to be no "reality check" by the USEPA on mandating rules and 

regulations and how it impacts different type of"customers". For instance: a 

small rural community is not "equal" to say, a large metro-plex. A regulatory 

mandate on a rural city is a big deal. Most times small communities or towns 

are so "cash strapped" that a regulatory mandate places a real economic 

hardship on it's residents. Many times the rule cannot be met simply because 

there is no money. The point here is there needs to be improved regulatory 

implementation methodologies that takes into account the reality of the 

diverse communities and urban landscapes of America 

Shirley Clark: The Chesapeake Bay model runs primarily on percent removals. However, the 

science has moved well beyond that limitation and we can do a better job 

investing in the actual science in the model. The International Stormwater 
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BMP Database, funded initially by the US EPA, provides information on the 

expected performance of stormwater control measures. We are able to begin 

to develop numeric criteria and to use numeric calculations to predict water 

quality benefits. 

Robert Adams: I have lived near Philadelphia all my life, as did my mother and earlier ancestors, 

back to the 1850's. When my mother was young, you couild smell the 

Schuylkill River a mile away. When I was little, we swam in it, but probably 

shouldn't have. It was always muddy. I was by the River earlier this year, and 

realized to my surprise that the water was clear! Please do not do anything 

that would jeopardize the significant progress we have made since the Clean 

Water Act was passed. 

Ward Wilson: Kentucky Waterways Alliance works to protect, restore, and celebrate the 

waterways of our great Commonwealth. We look to USEP A to set a "floor" of 

standards that we apply locally. Water regulations do impose some costs in 

time and money, but their bentefits are even greater. All along the Ohio 

River, our state's northern border, citites use the river for drinking water, 

recreation, and economic development - all of which are possible because the 

river is now much cleaner than it was before 1972. Let's work together in a 

meaningful, inclusive proces to make regulations work better to acheive their 

objectives, not lose the gains we already have won through hard work and 

expense. 

Shirley Clark: As a proposed reform, stormwater and TMDL needs to be integrated. In the 

Chesapeake Bay basin, the urban runoff component is not shrinking and is a 

source of impairment to many waterways. MS4 plans must address the TMDL 

requirements in their areas. 

Ward Wilson: typos corrected in this version: Kentucky Waterways Alliance works to protect, 

restore, and celebrate the waterways of our great Commonwealth. We look to 

USEP A to set a "floor" of standards that we apply locally. Water regulations 

do impose some costs in time and money, but their benefits are even greater. 

All along the Ohio River, our state's northern border, cities use the river for 

drinking water, recreation, and economic development - all of which are 
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possible because the river is now much cleaner than it was before 1972. Let's 

work together in a meaningful, inclusive process to make regulations work 

better to achieve their objectives, not lose the gains we already have won 

through hard work and expense. 

Shirley Clark: ASCE-EWRI has developed a document that is in publication that will address 

costs documented by MS4s in implementing their low impact 

development/green infrastructure. I will attach that document to my docket 

comments. 

Jesse Iliff: In the Chesapeake we use millions of federal dollars to install clean water best 

management practices, in the industrial waste water secotr, agricultural sector 

and to address urban and suburban stormwater loadings. 

Julia Anastasio (ACWA): ACWA submits the following high level principles to guide OW's 

work as you undertake this process: 1) jointly prioritize regulatory reform 

actions with state quality programs and ACWA can serve as the conduit; 2) 

preserve or enhance flexibility for states to implement the CW A; 3) streamline 

processes and eliminate duplicative requirements; 4)rely on sound science to 

guide these decisions; 5) no backsliding -- preserve the gains we have made; 

and 6) limit unfunded mandates 

Jay Sauber: EPA policy of listing 303d waters using a standard exceedance frequency of no more 

than one occurance in three years for metals regardless of wheter or not there 

are 2 observation or 500 observations is clearly not scientific. This policy 

practice needs to change. And at a minimum should include biological 

confirmation prior to overloading the 303d list when clearly unnecessary. 

concemed_citizen: Jesse Iliff- we do now, but when the 97% cut to the Ches Bay Program takes 

effect, we may not. :( 

mitch reid: Making the system more efficient is always a good thing but there must be a 

protection for water quality. This will require a baseline and making sure that 

we do not have backsliding. 

Shirley Clark: Jesse Iliff- yes, millions are going in throughout the Chesapeake Bay region; 
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however, in PA, the planning is poor and the science has moved on past most 

of the regulatory guidance. EPA should be updating their guidance to states 

frequently. 

Janice Beecher: Speaker is making a very valid point about building capacity for complaince as a 

means of reducing "burdens" without sacrificing vital protections. 

Robert Adams: In Pennsylvania, the DEP has been cut and cut and cut again, to the point that our 

state enforcers can no longer do their jobs effectively .. Please add federal 

funding to help state agencies to do their jobs. 

Ward Wilson: Regulations have costs, but also benefits. Clean Water Rule, 40 C.P.R. § 230.3-

the agencies' analysis indicated that under all scenarios, the change in benefits 

of Clean Water Act programs because of the rule exceeded the costs. Benefits 

were projected to range from $338.9 to $572.3 million/year, compared to an 

estimated range of$158.4 to $465 million/year in costs. U.S. EPA & U.S. 

Dep't of the Army, Economic Analysis of the EPA-Army Clean Water Rule 

(May 2015), =~~~~-""~-~=-~ce~=,=~=~~ 

Bijaya Shrestha: EPA's mission is to protect human health and the environment. We don't do that 

by getting rid of laws and guidelines that protect our waterways and public 

health from industrial pollution. EPA should be asking the American people 

which laws and regulations they want to strengthen and make more robust. 

mitch reid: It seems like most of the inefficiencies that folks are highlighting can be chalked up 

to an agency that is understaffed and underfunded. 

Shirley Clark: In the Chesapeake Bay basin, our streams are impacted by the discharge from coal

fired power plants. Air pollution regulations should be cognizant of that fact 

and continue to reduce mercury discharges. 

Jesse Iliff: @Juan, in large measure, EPA provides funding to enable states and municipalities to 

protect their own resources. In Maryland, many millions of federal dollars are 

used by our state department of environment for improving and monitoring 
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water quality. 

Janice Beecher: Re devolving to states, water and air do not respect state boundaries and children 

do not choose where they are born. There are equal protection considerations 

here. 

Jason Flickner 2: EPA Office of Water should provide a minimum 30-day comment period on 

"Reducing Regulatory Burden" from the date the transcript of this 

call/webinar is made available to the public. 

Linda- Red Cliff Band: I echo what Mr. Jason Flicker 2 has stated: EPA Office of Water should 

provide a minimum 30-day comment period on "Reducing Regulatory 

Burden" from the date the transcript of this call/webinar is made available to 

the public. 

Shradha Upadhayay: P A Office of Water should provide a minimum 30-day comment period on 

"Reducing Regulatory Burden" from the date the transcript of this 

call/webinar is made available to the public. 

Jason Longbine: Juan Garrido, air and water pollution do not respect state boundaries. States 

with relaxed environmental regulations would burden their neighbors who 

have higher standards. States' rights doesn't work with regards to air and 

water quality. 

mitch reid: The term unfunded mandate keeps getting batted around. It sounds like this is an 

backdoor request to be able to pollute without oversight. The cost of reducing 

pollution must be shared by the states. Alabama is last in the nation in 

funding environmental protection. We do no need less regulation from EPA. 

We need more participation from the states and local entities. They must do 

their part and in Alabama they are not. 

Amanda Loeper: The new EPA DMR requirements for those facilities with a State Water 

Authority are being asked to input data twice. This regulatory burden is not 

benefiting water quality in any way, it is only increasing administration work. 

California has more stringent regulations than EPA and facilities located in 

states with a strong water authority should not be required to also input data to 
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the EPA. If the EPA wants the data, they should go through the State to gather 

the information, not burden facilities with additional admin work. Our 

resources are better spent implementing BMPs for better water quality, 

because improving water quality is what we all support and want to achieve. 

Janice Beecher: Coordination and harmonization of reporting requirements to improve 

regulatory efficiency and transparency is a good idea. 

concerned_ citizen: mitch reid- couldn't agree more! i could live the rest of my life w/o hearing 

the term "unfunded mandate." 

Ward Wilson: What would Phoenix pay to have a Hudson River in their city? 

Katie Friedman: Hello my name is Katie Friedman and I am calling in from the Charles River 

Watershed Association (CRWA) in Greater Boston, Massachusetts. The 

Charles River has made a tremendous turnaround since the 1990s and is today 

considered the cleanest urban river in the United States.CRW A worked very 

closely with EPA Region 1 on the Charles River cleanup and we think the 

staff and programs here in New England are outstanding. The EPA played a 

monumental role in the complete revitalization of the Charles River and 

Boston Harbor, by setting high standards for stronger pollution control 

requirements such as the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System. 

The Clean Water Act section 303( d) has been pivotal in creating pollution 

plans that have led to the revitalization of many urban watersheds in 

Massachusetts, helping to address nitrogen and phosphorous pollution which 

have negative impacts on the tourism economy and public 

health.Environmental regulations need to be maintained and in fact 

strengthened rather than rep 

Katie Friedman: rather than repealed. We have proven firsthand that investments in clean water 

are economic drivers for the larger economy. All of the investments in 

cleaning up Boston Harbor and the Charles River, which were considered a 

tremendous burden at the time, have had a fantastic return on our investment. 

Our region is booming.Programs should be revamped to make it easier to get 

money out to the states and partner groups. Regional EPA offices should be 
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staffed up so they can do their necessary work in a thorough and timely 

way.Finally I would like to thank the EPA Office of Water for inviting me to 

speak as I feel our experience here on the Charles River can help other rivers 

and water resource professionals around the country. 

Curt McCormick:EP A pulled back the signed Dental Rule ( 40 CFR Part 441) . This final Rule 

was worked on for years and balanced comments from municipalities, states 

and industry. This Rule was as lenient as possible while requiring basic 

BMPs to be institued to reduct mercury. EPA should issue this final rule. 

mitch reid: Frankly this whole thing feels likes a Kangaroo court to allow Admin Pruitt to enact 

changes that he has already decided on. Considering that state agencies are 

already talking about EPA "intention to rescind" certain rules why has EPA 

not put out a draft list. Very few regulated entities are participating on this 

webinar but I fear they will get the overwhelming attention when the rule 

comes out. 

Bill Hurd: I recieved an EPA Audit of the Approved Pretreatment Program that I manage on 

September 24,2015. EPA has failed to report its finding!! EPA should be 

required to release inspection reports within 30 days of conducting 

inspections. 2 years is too long! 

evelyn Wendel: W eTap is on line. We need to improve public drinking fountains and safe public 

drinking water access for healthy communities. 

Eric Olson: The Brookings Institution recently found that a quarter of "clean economy" jobs are 

manufacturing jobs, with higher pay and greater export potential than other 

sectors of the U.S. economy. 

Madeleine Foote: We're all impacted by water regulations. Cities and municipalities represent 

and work for their citizens, citizens who care about clean water and don't want 

water protections rolled back. 

Dean: for us regulated cities, I very much appreciate the Clean Water Act, but please if the state 

is mandated to carry out, then the EPA 
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Ward Wilson: Good point on regulation limiting ability to implement new WQ standards. 

Dean: should not be allowed to audit MS4 cities 

Dean: that is the state's job now 

Amanda Loeper: Dean, I agree. The EPA should go after States who are failing or lack state and 

local authorities. 

Dean: amen 

Dean: we in the MS4 world who 

Scott Caldwell: The Dental Rule ( 40 CFR Parts 403 and 441) would cost programs nationwide 

an expected $69-71 Million dollars at and create a reduction of 992 pounds of 

mercury being discharged annually. The problem lies with the 50 POTW 

study and data that is not likely to be accurate. Saying this measure being 

implemented nationwide is balanced and fair may be disingenuous. Many 

POTW s have no issues with mercury loadings or meeting discharge 

limitations. 

Dean: are trying are always are in fear of the EPA coming in and the state refusing to give ample 

guidance 

Shirley Clark: We also need to continue to increase how many areas are subject to MS4 

regulations. 

Dean: yes, even though we are only 8% of the problem and ag continues to be voluntary. 

ridiculous 

anon: Ag will continue to be voluntary. And you will continue to have food on your plate, 

clothes on your bqck, and a roof over your head. 

Jason Longbine: Dean, I agree with that. I was told by an EPA representative that even if EPA 
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had delegated NPDES authority to my state, and they approved the state 

NPDES program, and my MS4 was in full compliance with the state program, 

EPA still reserved the right to determine that we were in violation and take 

enforcement action. 

Bill Hurd: EPA must always reserve its right to oversight enforcement 

Dean: yes, oversight to the regulating state, not to the permit holders 

mitch reid: Alabama Rivers Alliance has just filed an appeal with circuit court to overturn an 

arbitrary decision by the EPA to not hold EPA accountable. In an effort to 

protect Alabama, EPA failed to follow its own regulations. The regulatory 

burden here is on the people of Alabama who are suffering from polluted 

water. Oversight should be strengthened not rolled back. 

http:/ /alabamarivers.org/alabama-conservation-groups-appeal-to-court-to-hold

epa-accountable-to-clean-water-act/ 

Patricia Schuba: I am from a community impacted by coal-fired power plant pollution- air, 

water, soil. The Ameren Power Plant in Labadie MO is the largest in the state 

and 14-15th largest in the nation and does not have scrubbers, discharges coal 

ash pond waste water into the Missouri River, etc. We formed a nonprofit to 

fight the siting of a new coal ash dump in the water table of the Missouri Rive 

as teh EPA finalized the CCR Rule in 2015. Communitites, like mine, are 

engaged and want a robust EPA regulatory framework to protect us and the 

natural resources we all depend on (drinking water, surface water, productive 

communities for people and businesses to inhabit). Our experience has been 

that the federal EPA plays a crucial role in setting regulation based on facts 

and science and that they could be doing even more but industry stakeholders 

and politics always gets in the way of agencies doing their best. This is not the 

time to tie EPA's hands. Our community advocated for 7 years to get keep 

toxic ash out of our water 

Eric Olson: The long term cost of lead poisoning in Flint, MI is estimated at $400 million. If 

anything, we need more regulations going forward, not less. 
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Patricia Schuba: Our floodplains clean drinking water for free ... how can "reducing regulatory 

burden" be in the service of the American public or our economy? 

mitch reid: In Alabama the two greatest burdens to the people of the state that rely on clean 

water are the failure of the EPA to protect streams from hydrologic alteration 

and the virtually non-existant regulation of Non-point sources 

Scott 3: We only need to protect water that can float a boat!?!? That makes a LOT of sense 

Shirley Clark: @Scott 3, that is how the Interstate Commerce Act has been interpreted in many 

states. However, some states put recreation in as interstate commerce because 

the recreation attracts people from across state lines. Small kayaks. 

Nancy Hammett: Inspired by the many tributes to the benefits of the Clean Water Act. I hope 

this Reg Reform process will require those requesting reg roll backs to 

demonstrate that water quality benefits will not be lost or are not worth the 

costs, rather than requiring EPA staff to demonstrate again what has already 

been shown in past cost-benefit analyses. 

Scott 3: INtegrated planning addressing all water issues in a watershed is a good way to go. 

Prioritize our efforts, there is not enough$$$ to do everything right away. 

anon: Regulated entities need the flexibility to innovate. the conventional regulatory approach 

falls short and boxes in without allowing a common sense approach. 

Nancy Hammett: Agree, Scott 3. Some hard challenges given multiple jurisdictions, source types 

and pollutants, to ensure benefits aren't lost, but this is a fruitful approach to 

pursue. 

BARRY BLUNDIN: Amen ! ! ! sensible regs and pro growth are not mutually exclusive 

KK 3: complexity leads to midnight contractors and non-compliance. Streamlining the entire 

process to focus on stie work as opposed to paperwork would likely be quite 

beneficial 
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BARRY BLUNDIN: "burdensome"= a good regulation that is being inefficiently enforced or 

executed resulting in unwarranted cost to the regulated stakeholder -- this an 

be one definition 

William R. hannemann: To be clear, the name is Aqualete Industries from New Jersey, we are 

manufacturers and distributors of patented technology that reduces pollutants 

in groundwater and stormwater. Our# is 732-695-6336. 

mitch reid: cow producers work really hard to roll back the regulations that protect the water 

they say they care about. 

Tom Sanders: Thank you EPA. I support the majority of what you do to keep us all safe. I hope 

you survive the current administration. 

mitch reid:"reducing regulatory burden" is a euphemism. Great comment. 

Elizabeth Herron: Elizabeth Herron- private citizen and water resource professional. Thank you 

EPA for helping restore our water over the past several decades. More needs 

to be done, particularly in light of changing climate and increasing populaiton. 

Water is an essential resource - it must be protected now and into the future. 

While I am certain some paperwork regulations can be reduced, the overall 

framework is essential. Regulations must be science based, effectively and 

faitly enforced. 

BARRY BLUNDIN: fun fact-- The Clean Air Act is 234 pages in length 

mitch reid: Its not even close -overwhelming majority of participants reject rolling back 

regulatory protections of clean water. Most want EPA to go further. 

Josh: People, Try to view this positively, like reducing the paperwork that Mike mentioned a 

while back. Think about ways to make the PROCESS more efficient 

Ina L. Nez Perce: Extend comment period to 30-Days from posting of comments from this 

session. I agree we need to preserve the gains we have made since the days 

before EPA was in existence. We need to rely on sound science to protect our 
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water for our future generations. 

Ed Wheeler: Everyone wants clean water and clean air but if you work with these regulations 

and regulators day a in and day out you will know that there is a lot of waste in 

the regulations and how they are enforced. 

Adam: well mitch thats because these are all climate change crazies. EPA should be abolished 

and athority given to the states to regulate. The answer is not more 

government intervention 

Josh: How come the standard in place for testing water allowed the LOOPHOLES for pollution 

in drinking water from the tap? 

MLP: agree with Josh. look for effiecency improvements. 

Ed Wheeler: They don't its how they are /are not implemented 

MLP: oops efficiency 

Shona Ganguly: The Nature Conservancy supports EPA water quality regulations to protect 

people and nature. Communities are adversely affected when water 

regulations are not in place. Also, ecosystems are already threatened and need 

restoration, which can't happen without these regulations. 

Janice Beecher: Thanks to the EPA staff for all that you do to protect public health and the 

environment. 

Josh: Look to manufacturing efficiencies- Such as manufacturing acceleration in production, 

Initially there are many problems but within a few months the loopholes are 

closed and the process for revalidating quality becomes less frequent because 

things are done efficiently the first time 

Daniel Marx: representing the Minnesota Environmental Science and Economic Review Board 

(MESERB). MESERB is municipal organization of 45 National Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System ("NPDES") permits and we have worked since 
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1997 to ensure that water quality regulations affecting municipal wastewater 

are reasonable and based on sound science.MESERB supports both 

responsible regulatory reform and clean water regulations. To suggest that 

being pro-regulatory reform is anti-regulation is a false narrative. As rural 

communities we face an economic crisis related to aging infrastructure and 

increasing regulatory burdens. Practical environmentalism requires removing 

unnecessary regulatory burdens so that the limited local, state and federal 

resources available to deal with clean water problems can be used most 

effectively and efficiently to clean and protect waterThe focus of EO 13377 is 

"to alleviate unnecessary regulatory burdens placed on the American people." 

In our perspective an unnecessary regulation is one t 

Jennifer Gadzala: I have heard stories from elders stating that women's nylons would melt during 

the day while at work in our industrial areas along Lake Michigan. We have 

come such a long way from then, working hard to protect our air , the lake and 

it's tributaries. We have seen a positive shift of industry working directly with 

regulators and environmentalists in northwest Indiana. There is a 

tremendously dedicated group of individuals and organizations who would 

support streamlining EPA regulation procedures but would not support rolling 

regulations back. 

Shirley Clark: Unfortunately, this has presented as a rollback and not a streamlining. 

Streamlining is important. 

theo whitehurst: i would like to apologize to the next generation for giving them polluted water 

Matt Johnston: After 16 years of getting permits from the Corps for County projects the biggest 

issue I've seen is in the timeliness of permitting, particularly with regards to 

NOAA and USFWS consultation. The Service in particular was cut back so 

severely that they cannot do site visits. Trying to drown it in a basthtub is 

working to make permitting unreasonable. 

mitch reid: Thank you EPA! #DefendRivers! 

Ed Wheeler: Oddly most comments didn't stick to the topic of existing regulations that could be 
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repealed, replaced or modified to make them less burdensome." 

theo whitehurst: no dapl no fracking 

Jason Flickner: Please extend the comment period to more than 7 -days after the transcript of this 

webinar is available!!!! 

Cathy McDade: Thanks for fighting the good fight! 

Tom Black: The definition of"Waters of the United States" needs to be reduced to navigable 

streams and not included in every spring head and small stream 

Justin 2: the Clean Water Act and Clean Waters Rule are not the same thing 

Scott 3: Just need to protect water for people in boats!?!? 

Justin 2: Tom Black is actually on topic 

James Houle: second that Shirley, thank you for your comments, they reflect what we are 

learning up here in the northeast as well 

Josh: I agree Tom is on topic, trying to understand the point of not protecting small streams and 

springs? 

Justin 2: No one in the WH is threating the CW A, but scrutinizing the Clean Water Rule 

Janie Jones: Have you sent anyone to St. Joseph Louisiana to address their water crisis and lead 

levels? 

Nathan Boon: Comment: As a citizen and tax payer in Jenkintown PA, I am more than willing to 

pay any additional cost associated with current regulations and new 

regulations designed to protect clean water for healthy ecosytems and human 

communities, including the Clean Streams Rule addressing mine waste and 

the Waters of the United States a.k.a. Clean Water Rule. In the watershed 

where I live, the Delaware River Basin, 15 million people drink the surface 

water and almost 40% of the stream miles across the basin are ephemeral 

headwaters and source water areas that would receive imporant recognition 
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and protection under the Clean Water Rule. Thank you.- Nathan Boon 

Tom Black: Protecting the small streams from what activity? It is unreasonable to require a 

Corp Permit for a pond on private property. 

Cynthia Babich: WATER IS LIFE! That said, no weakening of regulations. Need strong 

protections, thank you. 

Scott 3: Protect small stream from pollutants. We figured out the small streams become big 

streams, etc. 

Josh: I agree Less big government as it processes much slower, however, do you trust that all 

individuals will abide by the morality to not destroy ground water sources 

which will be affected by personal property? 

Tom Black: I don't think a Corp Permit would stop an evil person from dumping Nuclear waste. 

The issue is and always has been the private property rights. The regulation is 

to control rights of the citizens and not just to provide for a common purpose. 

Josh: Well then I guess the issue is with our culture then right? If regulations have become 

implemented to "control righs of citizens" and not to provide common 

purpose, then something triggered that action. 

Patricia Schuba: and that this public meeting was in response to Pres Trump's EO directing the 

EPA and Corps to review, revise and potentially rescind the Clean Water Act - -

just want to be certain what types of comments your are accepting under this 

docket. Thank you. 

Patricia Schuba: ... excuse me - I meant to say EPA and Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil 

Works - not Corps. Thank you. 

Janie Jones: Our Disaster Relief and Reserch Team would like to work with you and help host a 

series of listening session for communities affected by water quality issues. 

Ashley Hogshead: I hold two BSBAs, Real Estate and Finance, and have become an agricultural 
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developer over the last half decade. EPA Regulations are too heavily reliant 

on fining businesses and individuals, collecting revenue rather than finding 

plausibile solutions to complicated situations. I have three solutions to our 

water issues. First, if your'e tmly looking to solve an issue regarding nature, 

then you have to look to Nature to find those solutions .... For instance, I work 

with a natural enzyme solution (think Exxon Valdez Oil Spill Clean Up, 

unprecedented natural remediation in a matter of weeks!) that can 

inexpensively, quickly, and safely remove petroleum based products 

(everything from cmde oil to jet fuel to gas station tank leaks to Exxon Valdez 

to fertilizers and pesticides, which are mostly ALL oil based as well, poop 

too!) in the ground waters, surface waters, and soil. Current regulations 

require expensive excavation and processing of the soil, which does not get it 

out of the ground water, and costs anywhe 

Ashley Hogshead: anywhere from $300k to $600 per 1/4 acre .... My second solution regards 

agriculture. I have developed a system that uses 97% less water than 

traditional irrigation practices, has no mnoff issues of soil nor water, and 

creates no pollution, and doubles organic food or foliage production without 

electricity or greenhouses. The system is easily implementable for residential 

use or all the way to industrial agriculture. Third, we are literally strangling 

our waterways. The practices of lochs and levies are eliminating the earth's 

natural need to breathe, literally, it's breathing with the water flowing in and 

out, which allows a natural elimination process that is being cut off because 

people don't like having to build another dock when the water levels change. 

To that I say, build floating docks that can be moved, and property values 

around water aren't that great when no one wants to swim in these disgusting 

algae blooms -- all of which would be naturally taken care of if we as a 

species would just act like we 

Patricia Schuba: and that this public meeting was in response to Pres Tmmp's EO directing the 

EPA and Corps to review, revise and potentially rescind the Clean Water Act - -

just want to be certain what types of comments your are accepting under this 

docket. Thank you. 

Patricia Schuba: ... excuse me - I meant to say EPA and Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil 
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Works - not Corps. Thank you. 

Janie Jones: Our Disaster Relief and Reserch Team would like to work with you and help host a 

series of listening session for communities affected by water quality issues. 

END OF ONLINE WRITTEN COMMENTS 
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Good morning. My name is (LaShonda), and I will be your conference 

operator today. 

At this time, I would like to welcome everyone to the Executive Order 13 777 

on Enforcing the Regulatory Agenda. 

All lines have been placed on mute to prevent any background noise. After 

the speakers' remarks, there will be a question-and-answer session. If you 

would like to ask a question during this time, simply press star then the 

number 1 on your telephone keypad. If you would like to withdraw your 

question, press the pound key. 

Thank you. I would now tum today' s call over to Andrea Drinkard to begin. 

Please go ahead. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, (LaShonda), and thank you everyone for joining us today. I am 

Andrea Drinkard, deputy communications director for the Office of Air and 

Radiation. 

Let me start by providing an overview of the structure oftoday's call. First, 

we will hear a few minutes of opening remarks from Sarah Dunham, acting 

assistant administrator for the Office of Air and Radiation. 
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Following Sarah's remarks, I will provide a summary of the logistics for 

today's call, and then we'll tum it over to you, our stakeholders. Let's get 

started. 

Sarah Dunham: Thank you, Andrea. Good morning, and thank you for joining us. My name 

is Sarah Dunham, and I'm the acting administrator for the Office of Air and 

Radiation at EPA. 

On February 24, 2017, President Trump issued Executive Order 13777 on 

Enforcing the Regulatory Agenda. The Executive Order, among other things, 

requires each agency to create a Regulatory Reform Task Force to evaluate 

existing regulations and identify any that should be repealed, replaced or 

modified. 

To inform these recommendations, EPA is holding today's public meeting so 

we can hear from those directly impacted by our regulations, including 

federal, state, local and tribal governments, small businesses, 

nongovernmental organizations and trade associations. 

We invite you to take this opportunity to share your views here today. We 

also invite you to submit your comments to EPA's Regulatory Reform 

Docket, EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190. The docket, which is accessible through 

www.regulations.gov, will remain open through May 15, 2017. 

We will give equal consideration to input provided through the docket or 

through this teleconference. Your input as well as that received through other 

meetings and written comments will inform EPA's Regulatory Reform efforts 

and help fulfill the EPA's commitment to complying with Executive Order 

13777. 

Today's teleconference is not the only meeting EPA is holding on Regulatory 

Reform. The administrator has also directed the other EPA offices to provide 

recommendations and consult with their stakeholders and doing so. A list of 

EPA's planned meetings can be found on our regulatory reform website, 

www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/regulatory-reform. 
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Under the Executive Order, the Regulatory Reform Task Force is asked to 

provide a report to the administrator detailing the agency's progress by May 

26th. 

Once again, thank you for joining us today. I'm going to tum it back over to 

Andrea for some logistics for today's call. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Sarah. 

And as we said, today's call is an operator-assisted teleconference. As the 

operator has said, if you wish to speak at any time, you may nominate yourself 

to speak by hitting star- I on your phone. Your name will be added to a queue. 

Speakers will be asked to deliver up to three minutes of remarks. You will 

hear a chime when you have 30 seconds remaining. When you hear that 

sound, please start wrapping up. 

In order to hear from as many stakeholders as possible, we will be adhering 

strictly the three-minute time limit. If you continue to be on three minutes, we 

may interrupt you so that we may -- we can move on to the next speaker. 

We will be hearing until2 p.m., and we will do our best to hear from everyone 

who wishes to speak. As a reminder, this is EPA's opportunity to hear from 

you, our stakeholders. We will be in listening mode and will not be answering 

questions about specific rules or actions. 

If you do not have an opportunity to speak on the call or you have additional 

remarks to go beyond the three-minute time limit, please submit your input to 

the EPA docket as Sarah said. EPA will be giving equal consideration to 

input provided through either of these methods. 

And with that, we'll tum it over to the operator who will compile the list of 

questions. 

(LaS honda)? 
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At this time, if you would like to ask an audio question, please press star-1 on 

your telephone keypad. We'll pause for just a moment to compile the Q&A 

roster. 

OK. And our first question comes from the line of Cindy Folkers with 

Beyond Nuclear. 

Hi, can you hear me? Hello? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, we can hear you. 

Cindy Folkers: Hi. Yes, I actually had a comment so we can give those now? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes. 

Cindy Folkers: OK. I'm Cindy Folkers from Beyond Nuclear. Thank you for the opportunity 

to comment today. 

Executive Order 13 777 is asking to, quote, "alleviate unnecessary regulatory 

burden placed on the American people," unquote. For Americans, 

radioactivity from the 19th and 20th century energy sources we've been using 

remains a health burden, and current regulations are not protective enough for 

women, children and pregnancy. 

Adult males are more resistant to radiation than adult females who are less 

sensitive than male children who are, in tum, less sensitive than their female 

counterparts. That means that -- that means that for the same dose of 

radiation, women and children suffer more cancers than men. But more 

troubling the dataset on which this health information is based does not 

account for constant contamination of air and water that results from nuclear 

and coal technologies or exposures resulting from inhalation or ingestion. 

These data also represent just cancer and do not include non-cancer impacts. 

Pregnancy, a uniquely vulnerable life stage, is not fully represented in this 

data and not fully protected by our current radiation standards. If EPA wants 

to streamline their regulation, they should modify them to protect the most 
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vulnerable life stages, which are pregnancy and childhood and get rid of more 

complicated less protective exposure standards. EPA should assume that 

pregnancy is a constant state in the population and set any radiation standards 

to protect it. 

Do EPA radiation protection standards place an undue burden on the 

American people? For women, children and pregnancy, the answer is yes, 

because the exposure standards fail to protect them adequately. 

Just as important, we are at the -- we are at the precipice of energy decisions, 

which will change our environment and civilization as we know it. EPA 

needs to encourage efforts that inform the public of this increased 

scientifically validated health burden on women and early life stages. That 

way the public and politicians can factor this information into decisions for 

our energy future and understand that continuing use of coal energy or using 

nuclear power to combat climate change means asking already overburdened 

women and children to continue to pay a higher health price. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment, and I will be submitting formal 

written comments by the May 15th deadline. 

Andrea Drinkard: Excellent. Thank you very much for your input. 

Operator: 

Anne Gobin: 

Operator, would you please open the next line? 

Our next question comes from the line of Anne Gobin with Connecticut 

Department of Environment. 

Good morning. Anne Gobin, I'm the director of Connecticut Air Program. 

Like EPA, our mission is to protect the health and wellbeing of all people and 

the environment. Although we've made great progress, our air is not clean 

and we continue working hard to reduce our carbon footprint by burning less 

fossil fuel. 

EPA needs to continue on this positive path to achieve clean air standards and 

address climate change. No regulation should be struck without a replacement 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00005 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 6 

that achieves as much, if not more protection of public health and the 

environment. Connecticut's population is exposed to an unacceptable risk 

from air pollution. More needs to be done. 

EPA should be addressing additional rules -- should be adopting additional 

rules to address air pollution problems and fulfill its obligations under the 

Clean Air Act. The Good Neighbor Provision has not been fully implemented 

as required. Interstate transport has not been effectively regulated. 

Both EPA and state and local air programs need to be adequately funded to 

fulfill the obligations we have. The proposed cuts, if implemented, would 

devastate our efforts. We're already inadequately funded to carry out our 

obligations to protect public health and the environment under the Clean Air 

Act. 

Funding increases are needed. Cuts will prevent us from fulfilling our 

obligations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Anne. 

Operator: 

Scott Lewit: 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 

Certainly. Our next comment comes from the line of Scott Lewit with 

Structural Composites. 

Hi, good morning. Thank you for taking my call. Scott Lewit, president of 

Structural Composites and Compsys, Inc. We're located down here in 

Melbourne, Florida; a small business with about 70 employees. 

We've been impacted by the SNAP rule. This is concerning for us. Basically, 

what's happened is they take ozone regulations and now apply them to 

greenhouse gases. 
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We use urethane foam in our process that requires 134A as a blowing agent. 

And, you know, we've had to change blowing agents in the past under EPA 

rules like from R22 to the less harmful 134A. And in that transition and the 

prior ones, we had an alternative. 

The difference this time is we do not have an alternative, and EPA has forced 

us to commit to a date with no alternative. With that, we had no alternative 

but to sue the EPA, and we currently have a lawsuit with the EPA. 

As we've gone in with the National Marine Manufacturers Association, our 

industry trade group, numerous meetings with the EPA, basically we've run 

into a hard wall where the past administration has refused to look at any logic 

whatsoever. The EPA has an inability to distinguish between recurring and 

non-recurring pollution. This technology that we're generating funded by the 

Small Business Administration, SBI, our program for the Navy, has resulted 

in weight savings in transportation for semi-trailers up to 20 percent and 

installation qualities up to 40 percent higher. 

We can show that we can offset the greenhouse gases in as little as two years 

to fuel savings. However, the EPA will not look at this. 

So what we're asking is three things. We think the SNAP should not be 

applied to ozone -- you know, should not -- greenhouse gases should be 

segregated from ozone regulation, and SNAP should not be applied to 

regulation of 134A. 

Subject to that notwithstanding, we would request a narrow use limitation to 

allow us to continue to make our product, which again we can demonstrate 

has profound impact on greenhouse gas, not to mention light weighting, 

reduced wear and tear on roads and longevity. 

We also ask that the methods be evaluated so that the EPA and Department of 

Energy can work together and look at recurring and non-recurring pollution so 

that we can make smart decisions. If we make a windmill, it takes some time 

to make it. We're going to have some environmental impact. And with that, 
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we can offset that environmental impact with electricity generation. We got 

to make those tradeoffs. That's what's happening here in Transportation. 

We're lighter, more efficient, longer lasting. We can show the benefit, but the 

EPA really put blinders on and will not look at these tradeoffs. 

Thank you for taking my comment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Scott. 

Operator: 

Laura Bender: 

Operator, would you open the next line? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Laura Bender with American Lung 

Association. 

Thank you. My name is Laura Kate Bender. I'm the director of Advocacy for 

the Healthcare Campaign with the American Lung Association. We're the 

nation's oldest voluntary health organization, and our mission is to save lives 

by improving lung health and preventing lung disease. 

EPA is to be seeking input today on existing regulations that could be made 

less burdensome. I'm speaking today to represent the more than 125 million 

Americans who live in places with unhealthy air. These Americans are 

currently shouldering the burden of air pollution. They rely on EPA standards 

to monitor and adjust to air quality in their communities. On their behalf, the 

Lung Association asks EPA not to block, weaken or delay existing protections 

under the Clean Air Act. 

To encourage citizen participation in this process, we also request that EPA 

expand opportunities for public comments. 

The timing and format oftoday's hearing made it challenging for many 

stakeholders to join, so I'm going to share two of their stories. 

(Laura Paul) and her son (Tyler) live in Clarendon, Texas, and rely on EPA's 

current Clear Air Standards. Here are some comments from (Laura). 
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I quote, "My son (Tyler) was healthy when he was born, but around one year 

of age he began getting sick all the time. He was later diagnosed with asthma 

and over the years, he has been hospitalized more times than I can count. 

Fortunately, now that (Tyler) is 14, his condition has stabilized, but we still 

have to be vigilant. When your child has asthma, you never stop worrying. 

Every time your child goes to school, into a friend's house, you're aware that 

poor air quality or some other unexpected situation could put him or her in 

danger, and you might not be there to help. 

Scientists and doctors tell us it's risky for children with asthma to inhale 

pollutants. (Tyler)'s lungs are already sensitive. When he breathes in a 

powerful irritant like ozone, his lung tissue swells further, making it harder for 

him to breathe. He coughs and (leads into) struggles. And we know how 

quickly a severe asthma attack can become a life-threatening emergency. 

As a mother, I'm deeply saddened and if there's even a possibility that EPA 

would weaken air pollution standards, rolling back limits in ozone and other 

danger pollution would put our children in harm's way. On behalf of mothers 

everywhere, I urge EPA to do its job by maintaining strong air pollution limits 

and continuing to enforce life-saving measures to clean it up," end quote. 

Now I'd like to share a few comments from (Tyler Paul), (Laura)'s son. I 

quote, "If you never had asthma, you can't imagine what it feels like to not be 

able to breathe. Picture being under water and something is preventing you 

from getting to the surface. 

I've had asthma since I was a very little kid. Now that I'm 14, I'm happy that 

my asthma is under control, but I know that it can change at any time. I can't 

pretend I don't have it because my asthma will never go away. 

I want to testify on behalf of all kids with asthma. Air pollution makes it 

harder for kids like me to breathe. I may only be 14, but I know that I have a 

right to clean air. That's why I'm speaking up today. I hope that what I've 

had to say will make a difference," end quote. 
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On behalf of the American Lung Association and the people in communities 

we serve, including families like (Tyler)'s, we strongly urge EPA to defend 

and enforce life-saving protections under the Clean Air Act. We will also 

submit detailed written comments for the record. 

Finally, to request that EPA offer expanded opportunities to submit 

comments. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Laura. 

Operator, next line? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of David Doniger with NRDC. 

David Doniger: Thank you very much. On behalf ofNRDC's three million members and 

supporters, I want to register a strong opposition to the Trump 

administration's destructive and unpopular agenda of rolling back public 

health and environmental safeguards. 

We have a shared moral obligation to provide clean air and a safe and healthy 

climate for future generations, but I don't rest my case there. The Clean Air 

Act is the finest public investment with the best rate of return for the 

American people. It has prevented more than 160,000 deaths and 1.7 million 

asthma attacks each year. 

Over its 50-year history, the Clean Air Act has saved literally millions of lives 

and averted tens of millions of serious illnesses. The Clean Air Act has 

prevented environmental catastrophes ranging from the loss of lakes and 

forests to acid rain, massive ozone-induced crop and forest damage and 

destruction of the ozone layer. 

Taking the lead out of gasoline has protected millions of kids from brain 

damage, and it's copied all around the world. 
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In purely economic terms, it's air pollution that is a job killer. Without the 

Clean Air Act, American workers would lose 13 million more work days to 

illness every year. Tens of millions of work days lost for adults and tens of 

millions of school days lost for children have been avoided over the last five 

decades by the Clean Air Act. 

The-- more than 2.5 million people in America already work in clean energy. 

That's triple the number in the coal, oil and gas industries. And the Clean Air 

Act delivers up to $90 in public health benefits for every dollar invested in 

curbing pollution. 

The job isn't done. We specifically object to the plans to roll back the Clear 

Power Plan, the Clean Car and Truck Standards, the Mercury and Air Toxic 

Standards, EPA's Methane Standards. Unfortunately, I could go on. 

Americans did not vote to roll back clean air, clean energy and climate 

safeguards. The polls show that strong majorities --including majorities of 

Trump voters -- want to keep or strengthen clean air and climate safeguards, 

energy efficiency measures, water pollution safeguards and my statement will 

summarize that polling. 

I call on you to stop this sham. You're cramming public input on clean air 

into a three-hour teleconference run out of Washington. 

By contrast, EPA held literally hundreds of stakeholder meetings and public 

hearings in multiple cities, over the course of three years to get all sides' input 

into just one regulation, the Clean Power Plan. 

Abandon this roll back process and get back to doing your job. 

The Back2Basics course that Administrator Pruitt has charted ... 

Andrea Drinkard: (Excuse me), David, your ... 

David Doniger: .. .is a Back2Pollution detour. 
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Andrea Drinkard: David, your time is up. 

David Doniger: Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much. 

Operator: 

Timothy Hunt: 

Operator, would you open the next line? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Timothy Hunt with the American 

Wood Council. 

Yes, my name is Tim Hunt. I'm the senior director of Air Quality Programs 

at the American Wood Council. A WC is the voice ofNorth Americans wood 

products manufacturing, representing over 7 5 percent of an industry that 

provides approximately 400,000 men and women in the United States with 

family wage jobs. A WC makes products that are essential to everyday life 

from a renewable resource that absorbs and sequesters carbon. 

We believe EPA should address the rapidly developing air permitting gridlock 

under the Clean Air Act by adopting more flexible policies and use of more 

realistic commissions data and modeling tools that will protect the 

environment and public health. 

Every five years we must-- EPA must decide whether the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards are sufficiently protective of public health. Recently, 

EPA has systematically tightened the NAAQS for several standards. 

Traditionally, the focus of the program has been on states developing plans to 

improve air quality in non-attainment areas, usually cities to meet the 

NAAQS. 

However, since the NAAQS are effective immediately in rural areas where we 

operate, mills contemplating expansions or modifications that trigger a 

permitting review must demonstrate that emissions from the mill when 

combined with background air quality do not exceed the applicable NAAQS 

standard in order to obtain a permit. This results in a permit stalemate. 
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When the NAAQS levels, having dropped closer to background levels, is 

becoming more difficult to, quote, "pass the test and get an approved permit." 

To prevent further ratcheting, EPA should not lower standards further until 

current standards are fully implemented and met. During this time, air quality 

will continue to improve under current programs. 

The inability to permit a project hurts the competitiveness of the mill, harms 

product development, prevents meeting customer needs and hampers 

innovation, and it thwarts environmentally beneficial projects which can lower 

emissions. Local communities will miss out on new job and economic growth 

while industry faces the risk of becoming uncompetitive in the global 

marketplace of wood products. The decline of permit submittals to states is a 

strong indication of this growing problem. Adapting new permitting policies 

by EPA could help alleviate the problem. 

The challenges with the (ever-tightening) NAAQS are exacerbated by a lack 

of or inappropriate emission measurement methods, poor estimates of 

emissions, use of unrealistic air dispersion models and several rigid permitting 

policies. 

A WC has provided EPA several suggestions in the recent past and will do so 

again including lower and fugitive P.M. emission estimates, acknowledging 

limited emissions from intermittent sources and using more realistic receptor 

locations. EPA's own recognitions of the advantages of probabilistic tools in 

its ORD report from 2014 should be incorporated into the permitting guidance 

to replace older deterministic approaches and avoid overestimates. 

Finally, EPA should reestablish its partnership with states and give them more 

latitude to advance new approaches ... 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Tim. Your ... 

Timothy Hunt: ... and models. 

Andrea Drinkard: ... time is up. 
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Andrea Drinkard: If you have more comments, you can submit them to the Docket. Thank you. 

Operator: 

Operator, would you open the next line? 

Certainly. As a reminder, to make a comment, please press star-1 on your 

telephone keypad. 

Our next comment comes from the line of Albert Donnay with Donnay 

(Toxicology). 

Albert Donnay: Thank you. My name is Albert Donnay. I'm a consulting toxicologist 

testifying today on my own behalf 

A regulation that I'm asking EPA to repeal or modify the Clean Air Act's 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards for carbon monoxide. The next 

lower reliable C.O. exposure from 100 parts per million to just 9 parts per 

million average over eight hours and 35 ppm over one hour. EPA has cited 

these standards since 1975 as the basis for requiring catalytic converters on 

vehicles to convert C.O. to C02. 

This regulation has caused American car buyers over $80 billion in the last 40 

years, but the C.O. NAAQS has never been based on any studies showing that 

outdoor C.O. levels ever posed any health hazards to anyone nor on any 

studies showing that C.O. exposures below the NAAQS limits are safe. 

In our latest review published in 20 11, EPA said only six human exposure 

studies published in the 80's and 90's, five of them commissioned or 

conducted by EPA where sufficient quality to be cited as the basis of the C. 0. 

NAAQS, but none tested any eight-hour C.O. exposures and their one-hour 

exposures were all above the EPA's one hour 35 ppm limit. 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00014 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17111 :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 15 

In the largest study (inaudible) with heart disease, C.O. exposures varied from 

42 to 357 parts per million, while smaller studies exposed 96, five men and 

five women total to C.O. from 50 to 200 ppm. But since they are reported 

finding adverse effects in people with heart disease at these levels, none 

provided any assurance that EPA's lower limits are low enough to prevent 

such outcomes. 

Over 200 air pollution epidemiology studies that included C.O. in their 

analysis suggest otherwise. They almost all report finding significant health 

effects associated with small increases in C.O. far below the NAAQS limits 

and within the range of 1 to 2 ppm that now prevail in most cities. But 

Administrator Jackson excluded these and all other types ofC.O. studies from 

being cited as the basis for the NAAQS in the last review. 

More than 15,000 studies in all even at the six studies she cited had tested 

relevant C.O. levels at or below the NAAQS limits instead of above them. 

Other aspects of the design undermining the result and (test out) on their 

fitness for policymaking. None preserved their data. Five used their quality 

control lab that could not reliably produce its results for a critical 

carboxyhemoglobin measurements, and all six of them mistook the subjects 

being as carboxyhemoglobin as an independent measure ofC.O. uptake when 

it's actually a measure ofC.O. excretion and dependent on their actual arterial 

COHb, which they didn't measure. 

For all these reasons, I ask EPA to revoke or at least suspend the C.O. 

NAAQS until a new C.O. Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee can be 

appointed to consider all the peer-reviewed articles published on C.O .... 

(Crosstalk) 

Albert Donnay: ... for last review. Thank you. And (inaudible) some new limits if needed 

based on studies whose data are available for independent review. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Should we-- operator, (move) over the next line? 

Thank you, Albert. 
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Our next comment comes from the line of Scott Evans with Clean Air 

Engineering. 

Hi, this is Scott Evans from Clean Air. I'd like comment on the EPA's use of 

guidance documents to implement rulemaking. 

On EPA's Emission Measurement Center website, there are a series ofEMC 

guideline documents that have been collected by EPA since 1988. They're 

currently numbered now one through 53 with a few gaps in them, and these 

are guidance on a variety of monitoring and emission measurement issues. 

My problem is that many of these currently are technically obsolete. There 

appears to be no mechanism for ongoing review for relevance or 

obsolescence. For example, one particular guidance document that is causing 

me particular problem is GD33, which has to do with Test Methods 25 and 

25A. I believe that it is an obsolete document. 

The unfortunate part is that these guidance documents turn into the rule of law 

even though they are called "guidance documents" because they appear, they 

are relied on by states, for example, and state permits. They are relied on 

when doing other rulemakings in terms of SPS or MACT rules. And so these 

guidance document are taken at face value and not periodically reviewed 

apparently. 

But more importantly, they seem to be contrary to the Administrative 

Procedures Act. I'll read one sentence on the website that contains these 

documents. The last sentence in the introductory paragraph says, "Some of 

the guidance may result in changes to the methods or performance 

specification." This is the part that I believe is contrary to the Administrative 

Procedures Act, which requires notice and comment rulemaking for all 

changes to methods and performance specification. 

I would propose that EPA rescind all of these guideline documents unless 

EPA can come up with a compelling reason why they cannot submit them to 
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the notice and comment rulemaking procedure. And thank you very much for 

the opportunity to provide these comments. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Scott. 

Operator: 

Andrea Field: 

Operator, next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Andrea Field with UARG. 

My name is Andrea Field. I'm making this statement on behalf of the Utility 

Air Regulatory Group, UARG. 

UARG is a not-for-profit association of individual electric generating 

companies and national trade associations. Since 1977, UARG has 

participated in many Clean Air Act administrative proceedings focused on 

electric generating companies and in the litigation arising from those 

proceedings. 

Because electric generating companies have so often been targets of EPA 

rules, UARG members have substantial experience with the unnecessary 

burden and excessive cost associated with regulatory compliance. UARG 

therefore endorses the idea of EPA's modifying, replacing and repealing 

agencies' programs that are outdated or unnecessarily costly, complex or 

burdensome or impose costs that exceed program benefits. 

UARG believes such changes can be made consistent with the requirements 

and goals of the Clean Air Act. U ARG will be filing comprehensive 

comments by May 15th. Today though, we offered just a few comments on 

some of the regulatory programs that we believe EPA can and should address 

as it's about complying with Executive Order 13 777. 

First, UARG believes the Clean Power Plan and Carbon Dioxide New Source 

Performance Standards for new and modified and constructed-- reconstructed 

electric generating units are unlawful. UARG, therefore, supports EPA's 

already commenced review of these rules. 
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U ARG believes that EPA's greenhouse gas reporting -- mandatory reporting 

program exceeds EPA's information gathering authority under the Clean Air 

Act. Facilities are now expending enormous resources, tracking, quality 

assuring and reporting vast amounts of information. EPA also continues to 

spend significant resources for both its own staff and agency contractors to 

implement the rule. 

Since 2009, EPA has promulgated dozens of revisions to the GHG mandatory 

reporting program, although you are going to understand that many of these 

rule revisions have been directed at correcting errors or simplifying data 

collection and reporting the need with so many revisions underscores the 

already complicated nature of the program. 

For the reasons pointed out in UARG's pending petition for partial 

reconsideration, EPA should reconsider and modify key aspects of the cross

state air pollution rule update for the 2008 Ozone Ambient Standards. That 

rule's serious flaws result in a new regulatory program that imposes cost in 

excess of any reasonable measure or projected benefits and it threatens jobs in 

the energy sector. 

We also have suggestions for changing EPA's visibility program and the 

unnecessary cost and burdens of pre-construction permitting. We also 

recognize that members who spent billions of dollars complying with other 

Clean Air Act programs, and although most of this cost of compliance come 

from the purchase and installation and operation of controls, they also come 

from periodic performance testing, continuous emission monitoring, record 

keeping and reporting that are also costly. 

We believe this can be avoided. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thanks very much, Andrea. Your time is up. 

Andrea Field: Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Operator, open the next line. Thank you. 
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Our next comment comes from the line of Charlie Jiang with the 

(Environment for) Defense Fund. 

Hi. My name is Charlie Jiang with Environmental Defense Fund. I am 

speaking on behalf of myself today. 

As a young person, I will be (harmed) by the regulations EPA is attempting to 

roll back. EPA -- critical regulations that protect millions of Americans 

including (inaudible) health from the dangerous effects of air pollution. 

I was lucky enough to grow up in a neighborhood that benefit from 45 years 

of EPA's common sense clean air protection. I was able to go to school every 

day to spend time outside with my friends and to receive an education and 

upbringing that enables me to be a productive American. But many of my 

peers across the country are having a different experience. They suffer from 

asthma, missed school because the air is too dirty for them to leave their house 

or have lost family members due to toxic air pollution. 

It is crucial that we preserve and strengthen EPA's climate and clean air 

safeguards to ensure all Americans, regardless of race, geography, age or 

income can enjoy the benefits of a healthy, breathable atmosphere. 

Any attempt to undo these so-called "burdensome regulations" are dangerous 

and that will only start to benefit wealthy executives while putting my life and 

those of millions of my fellow Americans in harm's way. I urge EPA to 

uphold and strengthen its critical clean air environment protection and listen 

to the large majority of Americans who support strong regulations that clean 

up the air we all breathe. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment today. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Charlie. 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 
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Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Mandy Warner with Environmental 

Defense Fund. 

Mandy Warner: Thank you. My name is Mandy Warner, and I am with Environmental 

Defense Fund. Today, however, I am speaking on behalf of myself and my 

family. 

I have two daughters, ages four years and 11 months. I'm gravely concerned 

with actions EPA may take that would result in more pollution that can harm 

my children and millions of other children across the country. 

I asked my four-year-old the other night why she thought clean air was 

important, and she said very simply, "So you can breathe." She's right, and 

that's what this stakeholder meeting should be all about -- ensuring clean air 

so kids can breathe. 

We know from four and a half decades of environmental protection that the 

narrative of burdensome regulations is simply false. It's a narrative repeatedly 

dis proven by industry's own actions to comply on time and more cheaply with 

standards reducing pollution for millions of Americans in the process. 

There is an endless pool of worry parents have to contend with already. We 

worry about how much fish is safe for our children to eat every week to 

(inaudible) pollution, what days we need to be careful about letting our 

children play outside due to smoggy air, and what serious challenges our 

children will face from nmaway climate change. And we rely upon EPA to 

set common sense safeguards to protect us from things we cannot protect our 

children from alone. 

Please don't add to our worries by rolling back critical life-saving protections 

that can help ensure a healthier future for my children and children across 

America. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Mandy. 

Operator, next line please? 
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And as a reminder, if you would like to make a comment, please press star-1 

on your telephone keypad. 

Our next comment comes from the line of Howard Feldman with American 

Petroleum Institute. 

Howard Feldman: Good morning. Thank you, Sarah and Andrea. 

API is the only national trade association representing all facets of the oil and 

natural gas industry, which supports 9.8 million U.S. jobs and 8 percent of the 

U.S. economy. 

Record U.S. production refining is happening alongside greater environmental 

progress. C02 emissions from power generation (advancing) near 30-year 

lows, thanks in large part to greater use of natural gas. Also cleaner burning 

transportation fuels and industry investments have reduced emissions of 

criteria pollutants. The oil and gas industry has succeeded despite the 

unprecedented level of federal regulatory actions targeting our industry. 

Consistent with President Trump's stated objectives of American energy 

independence and economic growth, EPA and other federal agencies should 

embrace smart, cost-effective regulations while continuing to promote public 

health, safety and the environment. 

API is preparing detailed written comments that I'd like to highlight three key 

air regulations. First, the 2016 oil and natural gas NSPS final rule, API 

submitted a detailed petition for administrative reconsideration of the final 

rule to Administrator McCarthy on August 2016. The previous 2012 

standards developed in collaboration with industry along with industries 

inc en ted to capture more of what we sell are already effectively reducing 

emissions. 

We are encouraged by EPA's recent announcement to review the 20 16 

standards, and API supports a revision of those standards. Additionally, we 

urge EPA to act quickly to extend rapidly approaching compliance deadlines. 
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Secondly, there are a number of problems with the outdated RFS program. 

API recommends EPA should utilize its waiver authority to reduce the 

renewable fuel obligations to ensure the mandate does not exceed the E10 

Blend Wall. In order to maintain a market for ethanol-free gasoline, EPA 

should not send an RFS mandate that would cause the average ethanol content 

to exceed 9.7 percent. EPA should reject cause to move the RFS point of 

obligation, and EPA should work with Congress to reform and ultimately end 

this unworkable program. 

Moving to the Ozone NAAQS, API has commented previously that the more 

restrictive ozone standards imposed by EPA in late 2015 were unnecessary 

because ambient ozone levels were already declining under the 2008 

standards, and the public health is already protected with an adequate margin 

of safety. Ozone levels will keep falling as the country works to fully 

implement the older standards and other federal regulations. Unfortunately, 

EPA's new standards create tremendous burden on states and risk significant 

impacts on job growth. 

API supports EPA's reconsideration of the 2015 Ozone NAAQS based on the 

issues that API identified in its comments and corp briefs and is encouraged 

by EPA's motion to continue oral arguments on the 2015 Ozone NAAQS. It 

is difficult for states to harmonize activities towards the implementation of 

both-- the 2008 and 2015 NAAQS. Therefore, we'd encourage EPA to 

expeditiously complete its review. 

In conclusion, we look forward to working with Administrator Pruitt, EPA 

leadership and staff on these and other rules. Regulatory action should be 

rooted in sound science and data with the consideration of the cost and 

benefits while protecting public health and the environment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Howard. 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 
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Our next comment comes from the line of (Jerry Steffi) with Harley Davidson 

Motors. 

Thank you very much. We appreciate the opportunity from EPA to comment 

on Executive Order 13 777. 

Our company has worked since the late 1970's closely with EPA on the 

development of motorcycle regulatory content, and we appreciate those 

relationships and dialogues. 

Our comments today are more related to the processes and requirements 

related to on highway motorcycle certification, and that's foremost found in 

40 CFR Part 86 sub Parts E and F around highway motorcycles. 

We do believe that there are items that can be improved, modified or changed 

to reduce the burden on motor cycle manufacturers. In the first category, one 

item that Harley Davidson truly believes needs to be modified is that EPA 

gives consideration for the consolidation of the requirements and regulations 

that are presently found in multiple sources and therefore, causes undue 

burden on manufacturers. 

Content with respect to motorcycle certification and requirements is found not 

only 40 CFR Part 86 but in many outdated advisories and guidances that are 

found at epa.gov and also in separate references found at EPA's website. This 

information by not being consolidated leads to excessive burden and extra 

time. In effect, we have heard from new manufacturers about how difficult it 

is to find information at particular times. 

We also believe that there is a redundancy in EPA's informational 

requirements related to motorcycle certifications. When we consider the 

submittal processes on annual basis through EPA's CDX verify system, we 

find that we are giving the same information not only within EPA's database 

but in a separate section known as the upload compliance document section. 

An example of this specifically is the Tailpipe Emissions Data, which we 

requested to place in two different areas of the system. This redundancy is 

overly burdensome and leads to additional time that is not needed. 
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Also, we think EPA should consider removing the requirements for separate 

sets of Freedom oflnformation Act motorcycle submittals and files. We 

believe that they should be treated on a case by case basis and should not be 

created as a separate set of certification information on an annual basis. This 

leads to an undue burden in terms of the amount of time that's spent preparing 

regulatory documentation. This could be consolidated. 

(Off-mic) 

Andrea Drinkard: Your three minutes are up now. If you have ... 

(Jerry Steffi): OK. 

Andrea Drinkard: ... additional comments, remember you can submit them to the docket. 

Operator: 

Jeff Cooper: 

Operator, would you open the next line? 

And your next question or next comment comes from Jeff Cooper with RF A. 

Well, good morning. My name is Jeff Cooper, and I am representing the 

Renewable Fuels Association, which is the (USF) and oil industry's trade 

association. 

I first wanted to thank EPA for hosting this calL We agree that there are a 

number of EPA regulations that today offer little or no consumer protection or 

environmental benefit and are unnecessarily burdensome and costly for both 

producers and consumers of renewable fuels like ethanol. Specifically, we 

believe several of the fuel regulations under the purview of EPA's Office of 

Transportation and Air Quality are right for major reform and streamlining. 

We will be submitting detailed comments to the docket on specific regulatory 

provisions that warrant significant modification. 

Today, however, I wanted to focus on perhaps the most egregious example of 

a burdensome and unnecessary fuel regulation that offers no environmental 

benefit and is actually increasing the cost of fuel for U.S. consumers. 
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I'm referring to EPA fuel rules that effectively prohibit the sale of gasoline 

containing 15 percent ethanol known as E15 in the summertime in most of the 

country. In essence, EPA has refused to apply the same volatility or RVP 

standard to E15 that it applies to today's marketplace gasoline, which is E10. 

And this is even though E15 is slightly less volatile than E10 and therefore 

results in fewer volatile emissions. EPA requires E 15 to meet a volatility 

standard in the summertime that is 11 percent more restrictive than the 

standard apply to today's gasoline. 

Due to this prohibition on selling E15, during the summer months, most retail 

gas stations have chosen not to offer the fuel even though it is cheaper and a 

cleaner alternative with a higher octane rating. We believe this EPA-imposed 

market dysfunction can be corrected with simple administrative action. We 

believe EPA should level the playing field for E 15 and today' s E 10 gasoline 

with respect to fuel volatility. 

EPA could accomplish this by immediately extending the current E10 

volatility standard to all ethanol blends including E15 or it could immediately 

lower the volatility limits for gasoline blend stock such that all finished 

ethanol blends would meet current gasoline volatility standards. While the 

E15 RVP barrier is our industry's most important regulatory barrier in the 

near-term, it is symptomatic of larger problems with our current fuel 

regulatory framework, and we look forward to submitting more detailed 

comments on some of those other provisions. 

Lastly, I want to voice our strong support for the renewable fuel standard. I 

want to respond to the comment from API that we have an issue with the so

called "blend wall." In fact, ethanol content of gasoline last year already 

surpassed 10 percent well above the 9. 7 percent safeguard that API is 

promoting. So I just wanted to make sure that it gets in the record that the 

blend wall is a fiction and should not be a consideration for EPA's rulemaking 

process on the RFS. 

Thank you. 
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Andrea Drinkard: Yes. Thank you very much, Jeff. 

Operator, next line please? 

Operator: And your next comment comes from (Andrew Wilson). 

(Andrew Wilson): Hi. My name is (Andrew Wilson). I am speaking on behalf of myself and 

about the EPA regulatory process. 

In July of2015, I went to Atlanta, Georgia, and testified on behalf of-- in 

favor of the Clean Power Plan. I was incredibly in favor of it then and saw the 

robust public process firsthand that happened over two conference rooms full 

all day long, people all day speaking on behalf of the EPA taking action on 

climate change responsibly. And out of that process came a very robust and 

very responsible regulation, and now we're being asked to roll it back. 

In January of2015, here in Austin where I live, I attended an EPA public 

hearing on the ozone -- or on the regional haze standard and there testified on 

behalf of myself and my children who go out and enjoyed Big Bend National 

Park that the regional haze problem is something that EPA needs to step in on 

and have more robust regulation of And now we're being asked to roll that 

back. No, absolutely not. 

And just two weeks later, in Arlington, I testified again on the Ozone 

Standard. And again all day long, people were testifying saying, "This is 

important. This is my air that we breathe. These are my children. Our air 

quality is negatively impacted, and EPA needs to act on that." 

And I will repeat what I testified there then that I lost a friend. His name was 

(Jess). And (Jess) died of a massive asthma attack. And he lived in Salt Lake 

City, Utah. And on the day when he died, the ozone level in the air was at 

about 70 parts per million. We need to go further because every time we talk 

about rolling back the regulation, these are people's lives. These are my 

children's lives. This is our future on the planet, and we cannot move 

backwards on that, and we need to have a strong, robust process at least as 

robust as what we had in the past. 
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Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Andrew. 

Operator: 

Ben Klein: 

Operator, next comment. 

Your next comment comes from the line of Ben Klein with Uranium 

Producers. 

Hi, thank you. I appreciate the opportunity to speak. On behalf of the 

Uranium Producers of America, I wanted to speak today for a few minutes 

about a mle that was initially proposed in January 2015, the Health and 

Environmental Protection Standards for Uranium and Thorium Mill Tailings. 

Basically, the mle would require in situ uranium mine operators to conduct 

long-term monitoring among a number of other new requirements. And at the 

time the mle was initially proposed, EPA provided no justification for the 

mle, we felt they felt account for the cost. They didn't consider the small 

business impact. They also didn't follow a number of recommendations from 

their Science Advisory Board. 

The EPA is acknowledged on a number of occasions. They're not aware of a 

single example of an ISR uranium project contaminating groundwater at an 

adjacent non-exempt aquifer. And the EPA has also acknowledged that they 

really didn't consult with the industry or state regulators, including Texas 

Commission on Environmental Quality who's been regulating the industry for 

more than three decades. 

TCQ offered to work with the EPA. They offered to provide additional 

groundwater data. They offered to even conduct additional sampling if EPA 

had concerns about groundwater quality around current or historic uranium 

projects. 
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EPA has proposed a rule well beyond the agency's authority. This is a 

concern that was raised by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission who's really 

the primary regulator in this space. 

We were pleased that EPA decided to withdraw the proposed rule on 

December 2016. However, the agency issued a new version of the proposed 

rule that is nearly identical on January 19th, so the last day of the last 

administration. 

The new rule equally troubling, again there's no evidence to justify it in the 

docket. Nothing-- EPA doesn't consider any of the peer reviewed science 

that's out there. And essentially if the rule is finalized, it would make ISR 

uranium mining completely unattractive from a cost standpoint, and we'd see 

most of the ISR uranium projects. 

And in the U.S., in a time when we're importing 94 percent of the uranium 

needed for our nuclear reactors, which provides 20 percent of our electricity, it 

seems the administration should be working with the industry to strengthen 

our domestic uranium mining rather than -- rather than pursuing the regulation 

that would eventually put the industry out of business. And so we know this 

is just a proposed rule, but it's up and it's generating considerable uncertainty. 

It's making it harder for companies to go out and raise capital. And so we're 

asking EPA to immediately withdraw the proposed rule and work with the 

industry as we go forward. 

Thank you for your time. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Ben. 

Sorry, operator, could you open the next line? 

Operator: And your next comment comes from the line of Joseph Stanko with the 

NAAQS Implementation Coalition. 

Joseph Stanko: Thank you. I am counsel to the NAAQS Implementation Coalition, which 

includes trade associations, companies and other entities who confront 
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challenges in permitting and operating facilities under increasingly stringent 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards. 

Our diverse membership reflects the impact that NAAQS implementation 

challenges have across the American economy. That is why addressing these 

challenges to create a reasonable path towards project development is critical 

to fostering economic expansion that creates well paying jobs and generates 

needed tax revenue to local communities throughout the country. 

The Clean Air Act requires that those seeking to build or expand major 

facilities in attainment areas first provide prevention of significant 

deterioration PSD permits from EPA that demonstrate the permit project will 

not excessively degrade air quality. PSD permit applications make such 

demonstrations to remodeling using EPA approved tools and policies. 

However, the multiple layers of conservatism that EPA has historically built 

into these tools and policies have long been known to significantly overpredict 

the impacts. 

Prior to recent changes to the NAAQS for N02, S02, PM2.5 and Ozone, 

there were sufficient headroom between NAAQS and facility emissions plus 

the ambient background that impacts from other sources such as this 

conservatism was not generally problematic. 

With those margins, shrinking or disappearing is more stringent NAAQS 

approach background levels, our members are finding that overprediction 

resulting from these conservative tools and policies can be a significant even 

determining factor in project permitting demonstrations. 

We believe EPA can implement a number of measures to improve NAAQS 

implementation tools and policies. This include updating preferred model 

performance of low wind speeds, eliminating overly burdensome 

photochemical grid modeling requirements for single sources and updating 

emission factors. Such improvements fit squarely within the regulatory 

review called for by E.O. 13777. 
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For example, under the category of eliminating jobs or inhibit job creation, 

overpredictions from NAAQS implementation tools and policies result in 

modeled air quality impacts that do not exist. These modeling glitches can 

effectively prevent a needed permit for closing projects. 

In the category of outdated, unnecessary or ineffective, NAAQS 

implementation tools and policies, some of which have been overtaken by the 

agency's increasingly more stringent standards, EPA should update its 

outdated tools and policies to confront new NAAQS implementation 

challenges. Impose cost that exceed benefits, NAAQS implementation 

challenges are even inhibiting projects that would reduce emissions and then 

the category of inconsistent with regulatory reform initiatives, NAAQS 

implementation challenges have been identified in the Department of 

Commerce's manufacturing burden and request implementation. 

We will be submitting comments for the record and appreciate the opportunity 

to address EPA. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Joe. 

Operator: 

Rhett Cash: 

Operator, next comment please? 

And your next comment comes from Rhett Cash with American Coatings. 

My name is Rhett Cash, and I work for the American Coatings Association. 

ACA is a voluntary nonprofit trade association working as an advocate, an 

ally to advance the needs of the pain and coatings industry and the 

professionals who work in it. 

ACA has flagged the following EPA regulations that could be repealed, 

replaced or modified to make them less burdensome without impacting the 

level of protection to the environment or the health and safety of our citizens. 

First, ACA requests that EPA update its aerosol coatings regulations found in 

40 CFR Part 59 sub Part E. Specifically, ACA requests that EPA update its 

reactivity values, adjusted default value, modify its regulatory language to 
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allow for changing the value of existing compounds and add new compounds 

to its tables. Our member companies are especially burdened by EPA's 

current aerosol coatings regulations because they are no longer consistent with 

the regulation found throughout the country especially California, which is the 

leader in aerosol and coatings regulations and who updated its rules in 2010. 

EPA's current regulations mirror California's old regulation and need to be 

updated. Our proposed updates would promote uniformity in aerosol and 

coatings regulations throughout the country and reflect the most recent 

scientific research available. 

Second, ACA requests that EPA eliminate its tri-annual reporting 

requirements for aerosol coatings. These requirements are not only 

burdensome and costly for industry, but also provide little, if any, useful value 

or information to EPA. If there are compliance issues, this information can be 

requested by the agency, and manufacturers would then be required to provide 

it. Clearly, the burden outweighs the benefit. 

Third, ACA urges EPA to revert to the 2008 National Ozone Standard of0.75 

parts per million. In 2015, EPA lowered the National Ozone Standard from 

0.75 ppm to 0.70 ppm. The lowering of the standard now require states to 

identify whether they are in attainment or non-attainment. If they are non

attainment, then those states must revise their state implementation plans and 

develop even stricter VOC emissions regulations. This change will be very 

costly on the coatings industry because it will limit business expansion and 

impair the ability ofU.S. companies to create new jobs. 

The high cost of this change outweigh the commensurate benefits to public 

health in the environment. Thus, ACA urges EPA to revert to the 2008 Ozone 

Standard and fully implement the standard so that the forward progress 

already achieved under it can be extended without unnecessarily burdening of 

the coatings industry. 

Lastly , ACA requests that EPA amend the Clean Air Act regulations so that 

they extend the time for review of the Ozone Standard to every 10 years 
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instead of every five years to allow for more stability in the marketplace for 

formulators also protecting human health and the environment. 

Thank you for the opportunity to discuss these regulations with u. We look 

forward to discussing and working with you and your regulatory reform 

efforts in the future. Thanks. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Rhett. 

Operator: 

Ben Henneke: 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 

Certainly. As a reminder, to ask-- to make a comment, please press star- I on 

your telephone keypad. 

Our next comment comes from the line of Ben Henneke with Clean Air 

Action Corporation. 

Good morning. This is Ben Henneke. I am president of Clean Air Action 

Corporation, a company that has been involved with reducing regulatory cost 

for over 25 years. I was appointed by President George H.W. Bush as a 

charter member of the Clean Air Act Advisory Committee and was appointed 

by each president then after. I served on that Advisory Committee until 2009. 

For over a decade, I was the co-chair of the Economic Incentives and 

Regulatory Innovation Subcommittee. 

There are many existing EPA air and radiation regulations that put the burden 

of unnecessary cost and delays on the American people. Those delays and 

unnecessary cost harm America. Pollution also harms America through 

unnecessary sicknesses, medical cost, loss of productivity, decreased soil and 

water quality, and reduced land productivity. 

The challenge for EPA is to reduce burdens from regulations and also reduce 

cost and burdens from the pollutants. If EPA air and radiation is able to 

accomplish this challenge, it will set a good example for other federal 

agencies and other EPA programs. To reduce both cost and pollution is not 
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actually difficult. I will outline three simple levels of increasing complexity 

and administrations effort that will accomplish this dual challenge. 

At the simplest level, the EPA can provide state, tribal and local enforcement 

flexibility on a case by case basis. The requirements for a source or a 

manufacturer of pollution creating products to request the enforcement 

flexibility would be showing that using the alternative compliance approach 

would increase pollution reductions, accomplish them sooner than regulatory 

compliance would and, of course, reduce cost. 

The source using that alternative would also provide public report to their 

emissions and the results of their alternative compliance. 

The next level of complexity would be for the EPA to publish guidance to the 

states, tribal and local permitting and compliance agencies of formal trading 

mechanisms that would allow any source to use reductions beyond regulatory 

requirements that are made in the geographically (inaudible) areas. That type 

of mechanism will encourage early reduction solution, provide sources with a 

broad range of emission reductions that they can use to meet requirements. 

The guidance would deal directly with local effects as well as assuring 

transparency on the creation (of) emissions reductions. Development of 

guidance should allow local flexibility to create improve approaches that are 

then included in regular new guidance. The guidance should require that the 

implementing agency would show the pollution reduction, existing regulations 

that the reductions would occur more rapidly and that both cost and delays 

would be reduced. 

The greatest level of complexity but also the greatest benefits the environment 

and jobs throughout the nation, EPA would review existing regulations and 

any future regulations to determine what alternative methods pollution 

reductions for compliance exist or can be reasonably expected to become 

available within the next three years. This approach would allow sources, 

both stationary and mobile, to focus on the pollution reductions needed and be 

able to plan ... 
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Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Ben, for your comments. Your time is up. If you have additional 

comments, you can, of course, submit them to the docket. 

Ben Henneke: Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Operator, would you open the next -- would you open the next line please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of(Norbert Rigby). 

(Norbert Rigby): Good morning. I am a non-governmental organization of one. I am going to 

address a radiation regulatory reform, and I would like the EPA to consider 

carefully a 2015 petition before the NRC Docket ID NRC2015-0057. 

My comments on this are as follows. Discard and disavow the no-threshold 

hypothesis because it is not based on evidence, but has been a fraud from the 

start as Edward Calabrese documented at least in 2011, '13 and '15. 

Discard and disavow the ALARA principle. It makes no sense in light of the 

huge temporal and spatial variability of background to those on planet Earth 

without any evidence ofharm or risk resulting from the high end of that range. 

Discard and disavow the concept of collective dose. It never made sense and 

no evidence exists to support its application. 

Declare below regulatory concern, any chronic exposures below at least 250 

millisievert or 25 REM per year. This is approximately the largely agreed 

upon chronic dose to some inhabitants of Ramsar in Iran, which is the highest 

currently known background location on planet Earth. Without any evidence 

of harm or risk caused by that dose, this limit may need to be erased as 

additional reliable information is obtained. They often suggest that limit of 

100 millisievert or 10 REM is an arbitrary number plucked more or less from 

thin air. In summation, EPA must base regulations on observable evidence 

not on unsupported assumptions, projections and models. 

Thank you for taking my comment. 
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Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, (Norbert). 

Operator: 

Tim Hogan: 

Operator, next comment please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Tim Hogan with American Fuel. 

I'm Tim Hogan, director, Motor Fuels at the American Fuel and 

Petrochemical Manufacturers. AFPM is a national trade association 

representing nearly 400 companies that encompass virtually all U.S. refining 

and petrochemical manufacturing capacity. 

I will briefly cover three regulations we believe are the most burdensome for 

our member companies. The first is RFS. AFPM opposes government

mandated biofuel blending which distorts the free markets' efficient allocation 

of transportation fuels and disadvantages consumers. 

The statute contains an aggressive schedule for renewable fuel blending. 

Declining gasoline demand and higher ethanol mandates threaten our nation's 

fuel supply. EPA must use realistic projections and continue to exercise this 

waiver authority to reduce some noble fuel obligations in recognition of the 

EIO blend wall. Just moving beyond the blend wall is not feasible for the 

existing fleet of motor vehicles, small engines and the field distribution 

infrastructure. 

To ensure a playing field between refiners and large-exempt blenders, EPA 

must move the point of obligation to the position holder at the rack. The new 

Ozone Standard of 70 ppb increases the (inaudible) non-attainment areas due 

to background ozone levels, making it increasingly difficult to permit new 

facilities or modify existing facilities in these areas. In this regard, the current 

five-year review cycle for NAAQS does not provide enough opportunity for 

full implementation of preexisting NAAQS. 

The administration can ease the burden by seeking to realign non -attainment 

designations for the 2015 Ozone NAAQS to 2025 to allow for full 

implementation of the 2008 Ozone NAAQS and other federal and state rules 

that will continue to reduce ozone information. Neither the 2008 review nor 
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the more recent ozone studies justify lowering the standard based on the 

health effects of exposure, therefore, EPA -- therefore, the administration 

should take steps to increase the quality of data EPA replace upon for 

NAAQS rulemakings. 

Finally, AFPM has concerns about EPA's refinery executive rule, which poses 

significant cost to industry and the economy with little or no health or 

environmental benefits. 

AFPM supports EPA's process to evaluate the residual risk remaining after 

full implementation of refinery MACT rules. However, we do not support 

EPA's implementation of standards applicable to periods of startup (strapped 

down) and malfunction, the plain provisions of the rule or the new fenceline 

monitoring regulations, all of which impose significant compliance cost 

despite EPA is now showing very low levels of risk. 

We urge EPA to act on pending petition for reconsideration and to reject 

petition for reconsideration filed by various environmental groups challenging 

the work practice standards for pressure relief devices and emergency flaring. 

Thank you for this opportunity. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Tim. 

Operator: 

Paul Noe: 

Operator, if you could open the next line please. 

Our next comment comes from the line of Paul Noe with the American Forest 

and Paper Association. 

Thank you and good afternoon. I am the vice president for Public Policy at 

AF&PA. AF&PA serves to advance the sustainable U.S. pulp, paper 

packaging, tissue and wood products manufacturing industry through a fact

based public policy and marketplace advocacy. 

The forest products industry accounts for about 4 percent ofU.S. 

manufacturing GDP, manufactures over $200 billion in products annually and 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00036 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 37 

employs about 900,000 hardworking men and women often in small rural 

communities. 

Today I want to call your attention to a very long-standing rulemaking that's 

been 25 years in the making-- EPA's Boiler MACT Rules. This rulemaking 

was about completed by the last administration, but unfortunately faced the 

court, remand in July of2016. The court vacated certain limits in the rule. 

And now EPA has to complete the job and get this rule put to bed. 

We would ask that the agency get a proposed Boiler MACT Rule out within 

six months to recalculate the few remaining limits that need to be done 

pursuant to the court. And that this is important for regulatory certainty and to 

finally close the chapter on this rulemaking, which is I said has been over 25 

years in the making. 

Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Paul. 

Operator, could you open the next line please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Leila Ghaznavi with Carnegie Hall. 

Leila Ghaznavi: Hello. I am writing to strongly or calling to strongly endorse the EPA's 

current regulations. I grew up at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, a state that has 

been the heart of the steel industry. 

Before the EPA, the -- is completely unlivable. People had to wear one set of 

clothes to work and carry their work clothes work with them in a bag because 

the soot that was in the air would coat their clothes before they ever made it to 

their desk. 

Asthma and other breathing-related issues were a significant health issue for 

the entire city. Even today, the enactment of the EPA major clean efforts for 

the city, you can still see the building staying black from the soot of those 

factories. And while that soot is a (marker pride) of our industrial roots, it is 
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also a visible reminder of the importance and the impact that the EPA has had 

on the health and wellbeing of the city. 

Pittsburgh is now considered one of the most livable cities in the nation, a far 

cry from its poor regard in the 60's and 70's. This evolution would not have 

happened without the EPA. 

And for those who would say that Pittsburgh has suffered from the change and 

evolution of the steel industry, I will counter that EPA did not damage the 

steel industry by requiring factories to reduce their emissions. It was the 

investment of technology in Japanese steel. Our lack of investment in U.S. 

technology combined with the reliance on import taxes to (dull) competition 

for American steel in the U.S. that ultimately hobbled Pittsburgh steel 

industry. 

Today, Pittsburgh is a thriving city with a sound economic base and 

technology and a center for healthcare innovation. I am thankful to the EPA 

that the fact that my niece and nephew will grow up in Pittsburgh never seeing 

a city sunrise and can go to school in the same clothes that they left their 

homes in. 

The EPA has had a profound and an important impact on the health and 

wellbeing of Americans. I strongly oppose any effort to reduce minimize or 

negate the effectiveness of its important work. Thank you very much. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Leila. 

Operator: 

Kate Engel: 

Operator, if you can open the next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Christine Pratt with Seattle City 

Light. 

(Off-mic) 

Hello. This is actually Kate Engel with Seattle City Light. Can you hear me? 
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Andrea Drinkard: Yes, we can hear you. Go ahead. Kate? 

Kate Engel: Oops. Seattle City Light provides electricity to Seattle's residential, 

commercial and industrial customers by generating 90 percent of energy 

through hydroelectric operations. 

The impacts of climate change on mountain snowpack and glaciers that 

supply much of the water for our projects poses a threat to Seattle and the 

region's ability to continue to prosper in the coming years. 

The effects of climate change have already been felt. In a warning climate, 

extreme events like storms, floods, droughts, wildfires, landslides and longer, 

more intense heat waves are likely to become more frequent. These changes 

threaten the snowpack and river flows that we depend on as well as on Seattle 

City Light's infrastructure and operations. 

We have supported EPA's work on climate change and written an oral 

comments including the support of the endangerment findings, the greenhouse 

gas, tailoring rule, the Clean Power Plan and other proposed regulations for 

new and existing electric power plants. We maintain our position and believe 

that addressing climate change through regulating emissions of greenhouse 

gases is an urgent and vitally important action. 

The city of Seattle and Seattle City Light have been long time advocates for 

federal action on climate change. We believe the EPA should continue the 

work of addressing climate change through the Office of Air and Radiation 

given the compelling scientific findings and evidence of climate change 

already occurring. 

Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Kate. 

Operator, could you open the next line please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of James Enstrom. 
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James Enstrom: Hello. My name is Dr. James E. Enstrom. I have a doctoral level training in 

both physics and the epidemiology, and for the past 44 years I have conducted 

high-quality peer-reviewed epidemiologic research at UCLA. I am asking 

EPA to reassess and modify the National Ambient Air Quality Standard for 

fine particulate matter. 

On March 28th, I published a major peer-reviewed article showing that PM2.5 

is not related to total mortality or premature deaths in the United States. This 

null relationship, which is on based on my analysis of the large 1982 

American Cancer Society Cancer Prevention Study cohort, contradicts the 

positive relationship in the same cohort that was published in 1995 by Pope. 

And that was the primary justification for the establishment of the PM2.5 

NOX by EPA in 1997. 

The difference in findings occurred because the 1995 Pope analysis used 

inferior PM2.5 measurements and used only a selected portion of the available 

ACS data. My findings are also supported by the null findings in a 2016 

article that analyzed the large National NIH AARP cohort. 

My independent analysis of the otherwise still secret ACS data demonstrates 

the importance of basing EPA regulations on transparent and reproducible 

science as required by the HONEST Act. H.R. 1340 has been approved by 

the House of Representatives and is awaiting action in the Senate. 

Since March 1Oth, I have requested that Pope, Krewski and the Health Effects 

Institute confirm my null findings, and they have provided no evidence that 

my findings are incorrect. Thus, EPA must immediately reassess the validity 

of the PM2.5 NOX and all regulations such as the Clean Power Plan that are 

justified by alleged PM2.5-related premature deaths. 

The initial focus must be on my new findings on the apparently incorrect 

findings of Pope, Krewski and HEI and on the extensive evidence that healthy 

levels ofPM2.5 have already been achieved in America. EPA must not 

approve any further (inaudible) waivers, state implementation plans or air 

quality management plans until this PM2.5 NOX reassessment has been made. 
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Thank you very much for your consideration. I will be submitting written 

comments to supplement these verbal comments. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, James. 

Operator: 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Giedrius Ambrozaitis with Alliance 

of Auto Manufacturers. 

Giedrius Ambrozaitis: Yes, hello. My name is Giedrius Ambrozaitis. I am speaking on 

behalf of the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers. The Auto Alliance is a 

trade association that represents the interest of the 12 largest automobile 

manufacturers in the United States, representing 70 percent of all car and light 

truck sales in the United States. Thank you for the opportunity to speak today. 

On this call, we would like to state that the alliance appreciates further 

opportunity to provide input on President Trump's Executive Order 13777 and 

how the Office of Air and Radiation can review, repeal, replace and modify 

regulations to make them less burdensome. 

We are looking forward to submitting our written comments to the docket. 

Thank you very much. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Giedrius. 

Operator: 

Operator, if you could open the next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Aminah Zaghab with Environment 

America. 

Aminah Zaghab: Hello. Thank you for this opportunity. My name is Aminah Zaghab, and I am 

with Environment America, a federation of 29 state-based environmental 

organizations working for clean air, clean water and open space. 
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On that note, we are very concerned with potential rollbacks to our EPA 

protections, climate safeguards, protect our health, conserve our resources and 

save lives with benefits that far exceed the cost of compliance year after year. 

The Clean Air Act alone prevents more than 160,000 premature deaths and 

1. 7 million asthma attacks every year, delivering up to $90 in public benefits 

for every dollar invested in clean air. In particular, we're very concerned with 

the tax to the Clear Power Plan and the Clean Car Standards. 

The EPA's Clean Power Plan represents the most significant steps the U.S. 

has taken to address the urgent threat of climate change. And the EPA's 

Clean Cars and Trucks Standards are essential for protecting public health and 

the environment. In fact, the Clean Car and Fuel Economy Standards 

currently in place are second to none in terms of policies that reduce 

transportation carbon pollution, our current top emitter, and reduce our 

dependence on costly oil. 

In fact, the EPA reports that the Car Greenhouse Gas Standards in place 

through just 2012 have already avoided 160 metric tons of carbon pollution 

while at the same time saving consumers over $35 billion at the gas pump. 

This is the progress that we need to continue rather than weaken. 

Thank you very much for this opportunity. And we hope to see these 

standards protected. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Aminah. 

Operator: 

Henry Frey: 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 

Certainly. Our next comment comes from the line of Henry Frey with North 

Carolina State. 

Thank you. I'm speaking as a private citizen. EPA is required under the 

Clean Air Act to develop and implement standards and cannot simply repeal 

them. The setting of emission standards where there's New Source 

Performance Standards, National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air 
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Pollutants, Mobile Source Standards, et cetera, entails usually a lengthy 

rulemaking process with technical support documents, public comment, EPA 

response to comment and, in many cases, also a regulatory impact analysis 

that assesses benefits and cost. 

So these are deliberative processes. They are generally not arbitrary and 

capnc10us. 

With regard to the Clean Power Plan, EPA is obligated to act as a result of an 

endangerment finding some years ago that's based on scientific evidence of 

adverse effects of greenhouse gas emissions. EPA cannot simply disregard 

that endangerment finding and is obligated to take action under the Clean Air 

Act. The existing standards having been promulgated with regard to a lawful 

process cannot simply be set aside, and to do so arbitrarily and capriciously 

would invite tremendous number of lawsuits. 

I'll also comment on the National Ambient Air Quality Standards that several 

commenters have talked about. EPA is required to set health protective 

standards, but the language in the Clean Air Act is they must protect public 

health with an adequate margin of safety and that the standards must be 

science-based and reviewed every five years. 

According to a 2001 Supreme Court case, it is simply illegal for EPA to 

consider cost and technical feasibility of attaining a NAAQS when setting the 

NAAQS. So the NAAQS are really the only standard in the U.S. that is 

purely based on public health. 

EPA is required to have an external body of experts, review the scientific 

basis of the NAAQS and so the NAAQS process is explicitly science-based. 

And in contrast to some of the comments we've heard, those rulemakings do 

not rely on a single study. They rely on the overall weight of evidence of the 

body of scientific literature, not a single study. For example, the revised 

Ozone Act, which some people are calling for setting aside, cannot simply be 

undone without a science-based rulemaking process. And for two revision 

cycles of the Ozone standard, the Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00043 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 44 

has advised the administrator that the standard is not protective of public 

health unless set at levels in the 60 to 70 ppb range. 

So furthermore, the effectiveness of existing emission regulations, which 

some commenters had pointed out, means it will become easier to attain the 

Ozone NAAQS. 

And very briefly, I just want to emphasize that environmental regulations do 

not kill jobs. They may redistribute benefits and cost, but they don't lead to a 

net reduction in employment. And as others have pointed out, we've had 

tremendous economic growth since 1970 when the EPA was formed. 

Andrea Drinkard: Operator, would you ... 

(Crosstalk) 

Andrea Drinkard: .. .line please? 

Henry Frey: 

Operator: 

Ron Sober: 

... the benefits of the Clean Air. .. 

Our next comment comes from the line of Ron Sober with RFS Consulting 

Inc. 

My name is Ron Sober. I'm a licensed environmental engineer and president 

ofRFS Consulting, Inc. We're a small independent environmental 

engineering and consulting company, which assists sort of the industries and 

permitting compliance, recordkeeping reporting regarding the environmental 

rules and have over the past 40 years. 

In this effort, I'm immersed in rules and regulations, some of which makes 

sense and some of which do not. As such, I'd like to offer the following 

comments on a handful of regulations or policies, which deserve 

reconsideration or modification. 

40 CFR Part 98, pertaining to greenhouse gas emission reporting, no 

underlying rule or standard or limit governing reported emissions. We're 
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talking about non-criteria pollutants, non-regulated pollutants not required by 

the Clean Air Act of 1990 with no clear purpose for data being generated. 

This imposes a significant cost of regulated community for which there is no 

tangible benefit while not overly cumbersome to some industry sectors or 

equipment. 

Sub Part W specifically pointed to the oil and gas industry imposes significant 

burden, which this industry type has multiple pieces of equipment, which 

must be tracked, monitored, data compiled just to determine if reporting 

threshold is triggered. This effort results in a significant financial burden 

whether reporting is required or not. 

Second point is related to 40 CFR Part 63 MACT Standard in the "Once in, 

always in" policy. This policy by itself undermines any incentive to reduce 

emissions of hazardous air pollutants to below a trigger point and creates an 

unnecessary burden on continued compliance. There's no incentive to accept 

restrictions or modify operations to become a synthetic miner source. And the 

policy itself creates a burden on those desiring to reduce hazardous air 

pollutants since there is no benefit in doing so. The burden of reporting 

continues indefinitely with the cost being reported, generated and submitted to 

the regulatory agency only in, always in policy. 

I have other comments. My time is up. I will be submitting written 

comments in the docket. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Ron. 

Operator: 

Operator, would you open the next line please? 

Our next -- our next comment comes from the line of (Don Giardinni) with 

Equipment Company and (Cardinal Manufacturer). 

(Don Giardinni): Thank you very much. My name is (Don Giardinni). I'm one of the 

designated EPA Compliance team members with (Cardinal Manufacturing). 

It's an engineering with (higher equipment) company (inaudible) engine 

distribution. 
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My comment is regarding 40 CFR Part 1060.1 through 1060.825, control of 

evaporative emissions from new and end-use non-road and stationary 

equipment specifically with category engines defined in 40 CFR Part 1054, 

control of emissions from new small non-road spark ignition engines and 

equipment, which specifically designates the N.S. in our S.I. category as the 

spark ignited engines with a maximum engine power at or below 19 kilowatts. 

I asked the Task Force to consider these evaporative emissions regulations as 

(ineffective) and take appropriate actions directed by this Executive Order. 

The logic is the permeation standards for fuel tanks and fuel lines, as dictated, 

represent a very, very small amount of vapor escaping into the environment 

through the walls of the fuel tank and fuel lines. This specify them out of 1.5 

grams per square meter per day is so small, in fact, specialized equipment is 

needed to measure. 

When this small amount of vapor that permeate through the walls of these 

components is considered versus the amount of vapor that escapes into the 

atmosphere, every time the fuel cap is removed to check how much gas is in 

the small equipment's tank or the cap is removed to fill up the tank, a realistic 

perspective appears. Several thousand days' worth of this limit is released 

into the environment each and every time the fuel cap is removed from the 

tank. Hence, the environment has been protected from nothing. This 

extremely small amount of vapor has simply been saved in the tank to be 

released when the fuel cap is removed. 

Because the equipment covered here is largely small water pumps, generators, 

lawn mowers and all the typical small engine powered machines of the world 

with typically small fuel tanks, I believe if the Task Force considers how they 

are used in the field and how many times the gas cap is removed, (that then) 

evaporative emissions is attained by these regulations. This is capable logic, 

cannot be denied. Therefore, making these evaporative emissions are 

attractive. 
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So the burden of the manufacturer to obtain the certificate of compliance, pay 

the fees, pay the fines when the record keeping is correct and increase the 

products price in the market to absorb the expense is especially great whether 

one considers no net gain for the environment is actually attained. 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, (Don). 

Operator: 

Operator, next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Jerry Hiatt with Nuclear Energy 

Institute. 

Susan Mathiascheck: Hello, this is Susan Mathiascheck. I'm speaking on behalf ofNEI, 

the Nuclear Energy Institute. 

Nuclear energy provides by far the largest share of emissions-free electricity 

in the U.S. today. On behalf of the Nuclear Energy and our other members, 

NEI appreciates the opportunity to comment on EPA's regulatory review 

under the Executive Order and supports the agency's effort to examine its 

regulations and to maintain protection of human health and the environment 

going forward. 

To that end, NEI will be submitting more detailed comments for the docket by 

May 15th. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you. 

Operator, next line please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Nathaniel Burden with Fidelity. 

Female: One second. 

Operator: Fidelity Inspections. 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00047 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 48 

Andrea Drinkard: Nathaniel, your line is open. We can-- we-- do you have a comment? 

(Off-mic) 

Andrea Drinkard: You may be on mute. We can't-- we can't hear you. 

Operator: 

Don Hancock: 

All right. Operator, if you'd open the next line please? 

Our next comment comes from the line of Don Hancock with Southwest 

Research. 

Hello. Southwest Research and Information Center is a private nonprofit 

organization primarily involved with ARIA's work regarding the Atomic 

Energy Act and the WIPP Land Withdrawal Act. We also recognize the 

essential public health and economic benefits of ARIA's regulations related to 

clean air. We're also very much involved and concerned about public 

participation and information in the rulemaking process. 

Executive Order 13777 that we're discussing today is the result of and a 

progeny of Executive Order 13777. That Executive Order Section 3A states 

that each agency's best approximation of the total cost or savings associated 

with each new regulation or repealed regulation is required. 

Our concerns are that the cost calculations should include quantifying the 

health effects on existing populations of new and modified or repealed 

regulations. The cost calculation should include the cost and benefits to 

President Trump and his family's businesses and other related costs. 

The Regulatory Reform Task Force that EPA has should also be identifying 

regulations that haven't been issued or not enforced that are required by 

existing law, not just new or existing regulations. 

Furthermore, in terms of public transparency, the cost of the regulatory task 

force should be publicly disclosed and all of the reports of the regulatory task 

force should be publicly available on the EPA and ARIA's websites. Thank 

you. 
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Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Nadia Steinzor with Earthworks. 

Nadia Steinzor: Yes, hello. I am speaking on behalf of Earthworks, a nonprofit organization 

that focuses on oil and gas issues and protecting communities from the 

negative impacts of those industries. 

I speak today both as someone with asthma and as a researcher who has 

documented the air pollution and health impacts caused by the oil and gas 

industry and how communities pay the price with their health, quality of life 

and property values. 

A growing body of scientific evidence demonstrates these facts, including 

through lOOs of peer reviewed studies. Nothing should be done to roll back 

the new federal rules to control oil and gas air pollution finalized under 

President Obama. 

The U.S. uses over $1 billion worth of natural gas every year through methane 

leaks and intentional releases throughout the oil and gas system. This is 

enough natural gas to meet the heating and cooking needs of over 5 million 

American homes. These common sense regulations that have been put in 

place after painstaking and lengthy public review and comment would solve 

this problem. 

Methane pollution is a grave threat to global climate and to air quality and 

health. Methane emissions caused pollution hitchhikers as well, stemming 

leaks and releases of methane with lower emissions of pollutions like nitrogen 

oxides which form ozone and smog and harm health. 

Data clearly show that its oil and gas operations have expanded so to have the 

pollution it caused. Several years into the shale gas and oil boom, the Obama 

administration realized that it was high time for change. 
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Any attempted rollbacks by the Trump administration would fly in the face of 

this extensive public and scientifically based process and would be nothing 

less than payoff to oil and gas corporations for their financial support during 

the election, and (the vast) upfront to the public. Thank you very much, and 

we will submit written comments as well. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Nadia. Operator, would you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: 

Vince Brisini: 

Yes. Our next comment comes from the line of Vince Brisini with Olympus 

Power. 

Thank you. It's very important for EPA to reconsider repetitive regulatory 

obligations and onerous and excessive testing monitoring and reporting 

requirements that only serve to add unnecessary cost. 

Also, in establishing regulatory obligation, EPA needs to use the most current 

and the best available information rather than relying upon outdated emissions 

inventories that result in inflated representations of impacts and benefits. 

And benefits should not be double counted between regulations by 

considering them independently. EPA and other regulators cannot rely upon 

conjecture when representing environmental impacts. It appears to be 

occurring in a recent draft regional haze report for the Northeast. 

So, the important facts to consider are, for example, the 43 of the 50 ozone 

monitors in Pennsylvania have already measured attainment of the 2015 

standard using the 2014 through 2016 data. 

And this is occurring prior to Pennsylvania, Reasonably Available Control 

Technology 2, the national mobile source NOx reductions from the 

implementation of tier 3 gasoline and implementation of the ozone season 

nitrogen oxide Cross-State Air Pollution Rule update, all of which became 

effective in 20 1 7. 
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Nationally, some of the electric generating unit emissions reductions that have 

occurred between 2002 and 2016 are an 85.4 percent reduction in sulfur 

dioxide, 72.8 percent reduction in annual nitrogen oxide emissions, a 70.2 

percent in ozone season nitrogen oxide emissions and a 74.7 percent reduction 

m non-ozone season em1sswns. Thank you for the opportunity to make this 

statement. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Vince. Operator, would you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Gloria Linnertz with Citizen For 

Radioactive Radon Reduction 

Gloria Linnertz: Hello. My name is Gloria, and I am President and Founder of Citizens for 

Radioactive Radon Reduction. The drastic act of removing the funding for 

the State Indoor Radon Grant and cutting the EPA radon program would take 

the lives of American people. 

A few people know about the invisible killer that maybe in their home schools 

or workplaces but the discontinuance of the outreach efforts of the state radon 

programs no one will know. And that elevated levels of radioactive radon gas 

have been found in every state and in our nation including yours. 

There is no federal or state law that requires radon testing at the time of the 

home that's purchased therefore many people were never aware that they've 

been living with this silent killer in their schools and homes and work places 

until they are diagnosed with lung cancer. 

How can our government be so insensitive and humane to eliminate the efforts 

to educate their citizens about the leading environmental calls of cancer 

mortality? Eleven years ago when my -- when the oncologist told my 

husband, and he got lung cancer, it would take his life, we had no idea that we 

have been living with this invisible killer radon for 18 years because our 

society is so ignorant of the danger of this gas that cannot be seen, smelled or 

tasted. No one seems to care about those of us who have been robbed of our 

loved ones and our lives. 
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We have a government to protection for us, not just on the battlefields but in 

our indoor environment as well. The cause of lung cancer treatments amounts 

to 1 00s of 1 ,OOOs of dollars per patient. 

And there is only a 15 percent to 17 percent five-year survival rate. In 

contrast, the typical home can be (at a) mitigation system installed $4,000 or 

$1,500 if they are aware of the danger. 

State and federal staffing and program grants are essential for the 

government's moral, duty, legal obligation and of risk reduction to our 

American public. 

I urge the members of Congress to ensure the continued existence of a fully 

funded radon program in EPA to protect our citizens against this leading 

environment cause of cancer mortality, this radioactive killer. They have the 

power and opportunity to save these lives 21,000 a year. You can make a 

difference. 

The federal law, the Indoor Radon Abatement Act was passed in 1988, which 

it stated the government would protect the citizens from radon gas with state 

radon programs providing education and awareness. Please don't go back on 

your word, your actions, to support this critical live-saving program is vital. 

Thank you very much. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Gloria. Operator, would you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: 

Jeff Arnold: 

Jeff Arnold: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Jeff Arnold. 

Hi. I am ... 

(Off-Mic) 

... representation of a new organization. I came to this process today. That 

has been extremely enlightening in how the new administration is completely 
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curtailing in cunning out public comments by reducing this to a three-hour 

conference call on a Monday in which no working person would be able to 

attend reasonably without being an activist in the space or a representative of 

a major corporate interest. This is not only unfair. It should really be 

(outright) ... 

(Off-Mic) 

My concern is that the repeal of the Clean Air and Water Act will essentially 

have huge implications disproportionately affecting people based on cost and 

rates because those who have least ability to afford moving will be most 

impacted by environmental concerns nearby them. 

Externalities are not well accounted for in the free market and there is no 

effective means of combating that without regulation in our current 

marketplace. Acknowledging that, in tandem with acknowledging the fact 

that there is a massive subsidization of the entire fuel industry when you 

account for tax write-offs for exploration and processing, we literally have put 

trillions of dollars of subsidization into these industries that have distorted the 

free market value of what they provide and have ignored the health costs that 

are rampant surrounding this work. 

If we truly had equal terms, sustainable and low impact energy, we'd be way 

ahead and it already is in terms of job production. I am merely an individual 

with a background in economics contributing this information. I am horrified, 

absolutely horrified at the generate level of contribution you have seen from 

reps from industry who have seemingly no concern about the massive 

sweeping of deleterious effects that are about to be suffered nationwide should 

this repeal happen in the way it is about to happen. Thank you for your time. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Jeff Operator, would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: Certainly. And as a reminder, if you would like to make a comment, please 

star-1 on your telephone keypad. Our next comment comes from the line of 

(Jim Spitz). 
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Hello. I would like to question the calculus being used by the EPA here in 

this Executive Order in assessing costs and benefits particularly in regard to 

climate change and the rules most directly relevant here are the Clean Power 

Plan and methane abatement rule and the fuel efficiency standards. 

We need to be absolutely clear that if scientists are anything close to correct 

than the regulatory burden of failure to bring in climate change under control 

will be far beyond anything in the experience of human civilization. 

The burden of having an atmosphere that consists of 410 parts per million 

carbon dioxide, the number that is rapidly increasing will vastly exceed 

anything that any industry representative could possibly complain about. 

I live in Gatlinburg, Tennessee where we were just burdened with a wildfire 

last November which was a result of the driest autumn in memory. That 

would not happen in the normal climate. That is a burden imposed on us by 

the EPA's failure to regulate greenhouse gases. 

I think we must also call attention to the elephants in the room here that we 

have an EPA administrator who has publicly and with impunity contradicted 

the basic scientific understanding of climate change. This is unacceptable. 

The EPA cannot make policy based on fiction. 

In the future, the American Southwest will be burdened by a permanent 

drought. Anyone living within three feet of the ocean will be burdened by a 

sea level rise. This can't be ignored by EPA. It must move ahead with the 

Clean Power Plan and the methane abatement rule and the fuel efficiency 

standards. 

I ask EPA to please disregard the objections of industry that are absolutely 

inconsequential and insignificant by comparison. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, (Jim). Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Sarah Fields with Uranium Watch. 
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Hello. I am concerned that the current administration ofEPA are more 

concerned about the burdens of regulations on profit-making industries rather 

than the health and social burdens on their citizens particularly those at risk. 

I also need to respond to a comment about how nuclear power is an emissions

free industry, it certainly is not. The nuclear industry relies on fossil fuel at 

every stage of the nuclear fuel's chain from the point of exploration for 

uranium, uranium mining and milling, manufacturing of nuclear fuel, 

construction and operation of reactors and the handling and disposal of 

nuclear wastes. Of course, we still do not have a final solution to the 

disposition of high-level nuclear wastes, so the EPA doesn't have a basis for 

evaluating those impacts. 

The nuclear industry also includes emission of radioactive and hazardous 

materials. The EPA is a regulatory agency. Regulatory agencies must have a 

document control system that ensures the permitting documents are made 

readily available to the public electronically and in a timely manner. 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission does that with their ADAMS electronic 

reading room, which is a good example of how public documents should be 

made available in a timely manner. 

I am concerned about the lack of current health research related to radioactive 

emissions and impacts on community. I also would like the EPA to increase 

its oversight over state programs that implement the Clean Air Act. 

The EPA should conduct timely regulatory reviews of state programs at least 

every two or three years and provide public input in those reviews. I 

shouldn't have to go to the EPA to get the EPA to tell the state ofUtah that 

they -- what to do. 

(Crosstalk) 

Andrea Drinkard: Your line is still up. 

(Off-Mic) 
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Andrea Drinkard: You have about 15 seconds left. 

Sarah Fields: Oh. OK. I'm very concerned too about the EPA Subpart W rulemaking for 

radon emissions from uranium mills. And the indifference and lack of 

concern for the public that live in the vicinity of uranium recovery facilities 

does not bode well for further decisions by the Office of Air and Radiation. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Sarah. Your time is up. Operator, would you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: 

Sarita Hudson: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Sarita Hudson with Partners for a 

Healthier Community. 

Hi, this is Sarita Hudson. I am the Director of Programs and Development for 

Partners for a Healthier Community, the public health institute of Western 

Massachusetts. And I convene the Pioneer Valley Asthma Coalition. 

In Springfield, Massachusetts, fully 1/5 of our students have asthma. It's even 

higher in Holyoke, Massachusetts where 30 percent of kids have asthma. 

Asthma has been directly linked to air pollution, and in particular, to clean -

to power, the particulate matter that comes from power plants and to traffic

based air pollution. 

It is critical that we maintain regulations that as we look at regulations that we 

also look at what is the burden on health and the economic and social impact 

of health problems related to air quality, whether it's radon, whether it is -- it 

is from power plants or -- and in particular, we would also consider the air -

indoor air impacts that come from having lead-based paint and other 

regulations that deal with hazardous substances, radon, lead, asbestos. 

It's really critical that in looking at any of these in considering what is 

burdensome that they -- that there is also a consideration of what are the 

health impacts on children and what that means in terms of their education 
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and their productivity as adults and their ability to work and have fulfilled 

lives. 

So, as we look at where the EPA regulations and in particular, those that will 

drive climate change which again will have serious health impacts and is 

already starting to show health impacts that we consider that all considerations 

around those -- any regulations that would have a health impact that that is 

considered fully as well as any burdens that are on industry -- industries or 

companies to implement those regulations. 

In particular, we would also look at the focus on water quality as we found in 

Flint, Michigan that the need for regulation of water -- lead and water is 

critical. So, if anything, there should be even more regulations put into place 

to avoid the situation like Flint. Thank you very much for this opportunity, 

and we will be submitting written testimony. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Sarita. Operator, would you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: 

Tony Pendola: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Joseph Pendola with National 

Steering. 

Hi, my name is Tony Pendola, I'm the Small Business Ombudsman for the 

state ofNorth Carolina. But today, I'm here in my role as the Chair of the 

National Steering Committee for Small Business Environmental Assistance 

Programs or SBEAPs. 

The Clean Air Act requires that each state and territory have someone that can 

provide free technical assistance and advocacy for small businesses. We work 

with OAQPS and other EPA groups. We greatly appreciate this opportunity 

and we'll follow up with written comments. 

We have been providing comments to EPA for many years and we'll repeat a 

few today that has not gained any traction. I would be remised ifl didn't 

mention our strong desire for greater interaction with the Office of Air Quality 
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Planning and Standards as we have significant state-specific expertise and 

regulatory reform. 

We would like to see EPA rescind the "once in, always in" guidance policy 

since it discourages emission reductions and assist states with large biogenic 

sources of VOCs in efficiently determining at the summertime gasoline RVP 

standard can be rescinded as it has been in North Carolina, Florida, Alabama 

and Pennsylvania. And this could result in saving billions of dollars for 

drivers and reducing refinery emissions. 

One of the rules I'd like to talk about today is the auto body NESHAP or 6H. 

After the rule became effective, all of the major paint manufacturers 

reformulated their traditional automotive paints to all but eliminate those 

containing the heavy metals targeted by the rule. 

Unfortunately, this is perhaps the only rule of its kind that assumes an entire 

sector consisting of 1 Os of 1, OOOs of auto body shops uses products containing 

these heavy metals. If the regulation were modified to treat auto body shops 

like all other facilities subject to this regulation and then the shops would no 

longer be automatically covered. In fact, hardly any of them use those 

materials any more. They would only be covered if they use them that contain 

the target heavy metals as laid out in the applicability section. 

Another rule we'd like to discuss is the NSPS for petroleum dry cleaners. 

Comments were previously submitted and noted how this rule should not 

apply to newer dry to dry technologies. An applicability determination was 

issued on November 17th of 2015 by Region 4 stating that for the first time 

that newer dry to dry machines are not covered by the definition of petroleum 

dry cleaner. 

Very few of the 1 Os of 1 ,OOOs of owners of these machines are aware of this 

dramatic change in interpretation. This significant of a change needs to be 

codified in the regulation itself and can be done by simply changing a 

definition. Thank you for the opportunity. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Tony. Operator, would you open the next line, please. 
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Our next comment comes from the line of Angela Tin with American Lung 

Association. Angela, your line is open. 

Hello, my name is Angela Tin, and I am Vice President of the -- of 

Environmental Health for the American Lung Association of the Upper 

Midwest. Thank you for allowing us to speak today. I will also be providing 

written comments. 

Radon is a colorless, odorless and tasteless gas that comes from the 

breakdown of naturally occurring uranium in the soil. The location of greatest 

exposure to radon is in the home. Radon can enter homes through cracks and 

other pathways in the foundation. 

Any home can have radon regardless of new or old construction. Radon is a 

known human carcinogen that can cause lung cancer, is a leading cause of 

lung cancer among nonsmokers and is responsible for 21,000 lung cancer 

deaths each year. About 3,000 of these deaths occur from people that have 

never smoked. 

The U.S. Surgeon General says that breathing radon over prolonged periods 

can prevent-- present a significant health risk to families all over the country. 

EPA estimates that 13 percent oflung cancer deaths are radon-related and that 

one in every 15 homes have a high level of radon above the recommended 

action levels. 

We urge EPA to continue to maintain the existing radon program. Radon is a 

serious problem with a simple solution. The American Lung Association and 

all of our radon partners are working together to remove radon in our homes, 

workplaces and community with your support. Thank you for listening to me 

and your time. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Angela. Operator, would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Nathaniel Burden with Fidelity 

Inspections. 
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Nathaniel Burden: Yes. Hi. This is Nathaniel Burden from Fidelity Inspection and Consulting 

Services, also representing the Pennsylvania Board of the American radon 

scientists and technologists, and following up on the radon issue since radon is 

a classic carcinogen that caused us 21,000 lung cancer deaths a year. 

And as said before that it's the primary cause oflung cancer for nonsmokers, 

we strongly recommend that the Radon Action Program and the State Indoor 

Radon Grant program be preserved for risk communication to low income and 

minority communities. 

Also, with the effort of reducing 21,000 lung cancer deaths to by 50 percent 

would cause a tremendous savings to the overall medical community and 

impact to the medical community on preventing lung cancer deaths. 

So, my final statement is that we need to preserve the Radon Action Program 

and the SIRG grant in an effort to make sure that especially low income and 

minority communities are provided the proper information which they have 

not been. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Nathaniel. Operator, would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: 

Gail Payne: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Gail Payne with Sierra Club. 

Hi, my name is Gail Payne and I'm the Nuclear Issues Chair of Sierra Club 

Long Island group. I am an unpaid volunteer, unlike most of the callers who 

want regulations weakened. 

A recent caller that nuclear energy provides emission-free energy, this is 

untme. Nuclear reactors release many types of radioactive emissions through 

day-to-day operations. If the caller was referring to carbon emissions, 

constmction, maintenance, decommissioning and the processing of fuel and 

waste all have carbon emissions that exceed any renewable source. 

Now, for my comment, the EPA was created for the purpose of protecting 

human health and the environment by writing and enforcing regulations based 
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on laws passed by Congress. I'd like to comment on a subject of repealing or 

modifying radiation standards to make them less burdensome. 

I assume this means less burdensome to business, but do you know what is 

really burdensome to millions of Americans, cancer, asthma and birth defects. 

I am all for modifying the radiation standards to make them less of a health 

burden to you as citizens. 

Permitted levels for radiation exposure were raised a few years ago, probably 

in response to the massive amount of radiation released by Fukushima. The 

incidence of cancer continues to rise worldwide in tandem with rising levels 

of manmade background radiation. 

Background radiation has risen 600 percent since the start of the atomic age. 

The U.S. ranks sixth highest out of 50 countries in cancer incidents. Our 

allowable limits of radiation have been based on an arbitrary risk to an adult 

male. 

However, women and children are much more sensitive than men to radiation. 

This means women like me and children like mine will be unduly burdened. 

There is no safe dose of radiation. All the reports of the National Academy of 

Science affirmed the no safe dose findings. 

EPA, please, do not relax standards to either radiation or air pollution, when 

they should, in fact, be improved. That's it, thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Gail. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: 

(Carrie Hugo): 

Our next comment comes from the line of (Carrie Hugo). 

Hello. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on implementation of 

Executive Order 13777. Firstly, I would like to thank the civil servants 

working for the EPA to help protect public health and our environment. Your 

work is often unrecognized, and sadly, it has become a habit for the hard work 

of civil servants to be a target for frustrations of those who would rather not 
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be burdened with the regulatory requirements that safeguard our air, water and 

food. 

I have reviewed our nation's air status report for 2015 on the EPA website. 

This report indicates that despite a growing population, many of the harmful 

pollutants that affect our air, our climate, our health and our ecosystems are 

decreasing in much of the United States. 

And while there's always room for improvement, we (are comforting) to see 

that the current regulations are clearly having a positive impact on our air 

quality and decreasing our exposure to pollutants. 

Air pollutants in some categories have decreased by as much as 99 percent. It 

is very difficult to argue with the effectiveness of these results. Thus, I would 

question the reasoning behind reducing or eliminating these protections. 

Finding efficiencies within an organization makes sense under any business 

scenario by reducing resources and changing regulations to the point that the 

EPA can no longer implement its own mission makes no sense. 

The mission of the EPA is not to stimulate the economy or to reduce the 

regulatory burden on industry or special interest. The mission of the EPA is, 

"to protect human health and the environment." 

I urge the EPA to temper the desire to stimulate the economy by relaxing the 

regulations that have helped the agency achieve the positive results that can be 

measured so far and the future results that will further protect their air quality 

even as our population grows. 

Currently, renewable energy jobs outnumbered those in the fossil fuel industry 

and the trend for renewable energy sector is increasing while jobs provided by 

the fossil fuel industry are decreasing, which is the trajectory that needs to 

continue in order to reduce the impacts of climate change and protect public 

health. 
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The Clean Air Act, the Clean Power Plan and other regulations that impact air 

quality actually stimulate the economy and to grow in a way that will bring 

our country closer to sustainable and energy independence, sustainability and 

better health. 

A dirty economy that causes us to move backwards and air quality and 

increases the presence of pollutants in our environment cannot help those who 

are suffering from the health effects caused by pollutants including asthma, 

various cancers and respiratory illness. 

Any reduction or elimination in regulations, a reduction in staff to implement 

and enforce them that is based on cost savings down to implementation of 

Executive Order 13777 should include an in-depth economic analysis of how 

those potential savings to industry may actually result in higher cost to the 

consumer through higher healthcare cost, lost of quality of quality of life and 

cost associated with mitigating the negative impact of decreased air quality 

and increased toxic pollutants. 

Any reduction or appeal of regulations that can ... 

Andrea Drinkard: Operator, would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Edward Smith with General 

Aviation. OK, 

Edward, your line is open. You may be on mute. We're still not hearing you, Edward. 

Your line is open. 

Edward Smith: Can you hear me? Can you hear me? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, yes , we can hear you. 

Edward Smith: All right. On March 6th of this year, the Council of the International Civil 

Aviation Organization, ICAO, adopted a new carbon dioxide emission 

standard for aircraft, the first of such design certification standard among 

world industry sectors, approved by the 36 emission councils codifies 

recommendations made by a committee of experts in February 2016. 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00063 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 64 

The standard applies to new aircraft type designs as of 2020 into designs 

already in production as of2023. Aircraft that are already in production must 

meet the standard by 2028 or be sufficiently modified. 

This landmark standard was the product of six years of long and arduous work 

and reflects the cooperation and collaboration among the aviation industry 

including the general aviation industry, national regulatory authorities and 

other stakeholders including environmental groups. 

The new standard is the product of input from our manufacturers and has our 

industry support. The new C02 standard is one important component of the 

global aviation manufacturing industry's commitment to do its part to improve 

its efficiency and mitigate its effect on climate change. 

The next step in the process is for national authorities, in the case of the U.S., 

this means that EPA in cooperation with the FAA to issue regulations 

implementing the new global standard. The General Aviation Manufacturers 

Association representing the U.S. and global aviation manufacturing industry 

urges the U.S. government in the strongest possible terms to develop the 

appropriate implementing regulations in a timely manner to ensure that U.S. 

manufacturers are not disadvantaged in the global marketplace. 

Failure to implement the new C02 standard for U.S. manufacturers would 

harm their ability to get aircraft certified for operation and sale into markets 

around the world. This has the potential to seriously harm the 

competitiveness of one of our nation's most competitive industries and one 

that provides many 1 ,OOOs of well-paying high-tech jobs. 

The general aviation industry by itself supports $219 billion of total economic 

output and 1.1 million jobs in the United States. Thank you very much. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Edward. Operator, would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Lauren Pagel of Earthworks, 
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Yes, hello. My name is Lauren Pagel. I'm the Policy Director ofEarthworks, 

an organization that protects communities and the environments and the 

adverse impacts of mineral and energy development. 

I'd like to comment on the New Source Performance Standards for methane 

emissions from the oil and gas industry and urge the EPA to not only keep 

these important standards in place but rigorously enforce them. These 

safeguards are more important to protect public -- are important to protect 

public health and the climate from air pollution that impacts millions of 

people across the country. 

Over 12 million who live within a half mile with an active oil and gas facility 

and bear the brunt of the health impacting this industry including some 

150,000 asthma attacks caused by oil and gas air pollution alone. 

In addition to the immediate health impacts of volatile organic compounds 

like benzene, methane is especially quoted climate pollutant, warming our 

planet 80 times faster than carbon dioxide over a 20-year time period. 

One quarter of the climate disruption we are experiencing today comes from 

methane pollution. The EPA should be about protecting public health in the 

environment, not catering to energy companies' desire to pollute more. No 

clean air regulation should be rescinded or weakened at the behalf of the 

industry creating the pollution. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Lauren. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Heidi McAuliffe, American 

Coatings Association. 

Heidi McAuliffe: Thank you. My name is Heidi McAuliffe. I'm with the American Coatings 

Association. And I want to say thank you, first of all, to EPA for holding 

these listening sessions. I think it's very good idea to get these kind of 

comments from a broad spectrum of your audience. We will also submit 

comments in writing as well. 
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I'd really like to just address one issue today, and that is the "once in, always 

in" policy under the NESHAP for source categories. This actually is not even 

a regulation, it is a policy memorandum that was issued on May 16, 1995 by 

EPA. It's called the Potential to Emit for MACT Standards-- Guidance on. 

Timing Issues from John Seitz, Director of the Office of Air Quality Planning 

and Standards, OAQPS. And it was issued to the regional division directors. 

Pretty much, everybody refers to this policy as the "once in, always in" policy. 

And I know that it's been referenced at least one or twice already by other 

commenters. Anyway, the-- under the MACT standards, a major source is 

defined as a source that has the potential to emit hazardous air pollutants of up 

to 10 tons per year of any single HAP or 25 tons per year of any combination 

of HAP. 

Sources below this threshold are considered area sources, but under the "once 

in, always in" policy, a major source may become an area source by limiting 

its potential to emit these HAPs to below the major source thresholds. But 

there was a compliance deadline issued under the maximum available control 

technology standards, which is also called the NESHAP. 

If you neglect it or if you fail to achieve that area source standard by the very 

first compliance deadline then you remain subject to the MACT even if you 

subsequently reduce your HAPs admissions to below major source levels at 

any other point in time. 

So, as I said, if you don't get your emissions below that particular threshold 

by the deadline, you're subject to the MACT no matter what efforts you take 

in the future to reduce your emissions. 

The coatings industry has substantially reduced all use of HAPs significantly 

and we have many, many companies that have or way under this threshold 

that are not able to get underneath that requirement in the "once in, always in" 

policy. 
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We would really appreciate if EPA would reconsider this policy and withdraw 

or rescind it. It really does not encourage manufacturers to reduce emissions 

because of this policy. So, we will be submitting comments on this as well 

and look forward to doing so. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Heidi. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Melinda Ronca-Battista, Native 

American Tribe. 

Melinda Ronca-Battista: Hi. Thanks for hosting this session. It's really great that the EPA 

allows public comments on significant changes that may be happening. 

I have just a quick comment in a way that could reduce burden and actually 

increase environmental measurements which is to reduce the burden and 

requirement for quality assurance project plans for projects that don't even 

involve gathering data. 

This is a great burden for the many small agencies such as tribal agencies. In 

the past, EPA has required quality assurance project plans for using EPA's 

own data to draw a conclusion as well as things that obviously don't need a 

QAP such as literature searches. 

So, that's my only comment. I'm hoping to be practical and productive and 

thank you, EPA, it's the best federal agency we've worked with many. And 

we appreciate this time to comment, reduce the burden of craps. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Melinda. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Christian Pefia with Appion Inc. 

Christian Pefia: Yes, thank you. I'm Christian Pefia, Executive Manager of Appion Inc. in 

Denver, Colorado. Our company manufactures tools and equipment used to 

recover and capture refrigerants specifically substances known to harm the 

ozone and equipment and contribute to global climate change. 
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I'm speaking on my own behalf on the basis of my direct experience with this 

industry working successfully under EPA regulations for decades. I've been 

closely involved with the work required to capture, track and manage these 

substances, procedures that are sometimes associated with added time and 

cost. 

While it would be easier to irresponsibly vent these substances, the impact of 

such carelessness has been well documented. The smoking gun of manmade 

substances destroying stratospheric ozone cannot be ignored. 

I have heard and read other commenters essentially asking the EPA to 

rollback regulations because of the concern that it's hard or expensive to 

protect the environment. They have also been requests to the level of the 

playing field by finding the lowest common denominator in regulation. 

Electrical generation oil and gas industry representatives even here today have 

acknowledged how incredibly successful they have been even with the 

continued regulatory oversight of the EPA and therefore show that EPA's 

actions have not been unnecessary burdens. 

If EPA is going to seriously pursue the modification of regulation then it is 

critically important that decades of work on protecting the environment not be 

ignored. For each area of regulation that the EPA has enacted on behalf of the 

American people and our health by way of clean water and clean air, it is 

necessarily that extensive review occur that meets or exceeds the amount of 

review that occurred when initially enacting each and every rule. 

Public health must remain the first priority above any industry profits. For 

industries that cannot succeed without harming the environment, the cost to 

allow them to proceed is simply too high. 

Clean water and clean air are the legacy that we must all work towards 

providing our future generations. While it is certainly possible and reasonable 

to review and update regulations, it must be done responsibly. Your 

responsibility is to protect our air and water. 
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For every mle withdrawn and regulation rolled back without significant 

irresponsible review to ensure that public health remains a priority, EPA and 

the current administration will have failed the American people and the world 

for generations to come. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Christian. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of (Riley Meyer). 

(Riley Meyer): Hello. Can you, guys, hear me? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, we can hear you. 

(Riley Meyer): Wonderful. I'm here to speak about (Vital Point) then. Although it may not 

be sexy in any particular way, it's something that goes and talked about in 

many of these issues. 

(Vital Point) on the low ANGA estimate of 50 percent of our air. As water 

temperature rises, they are dying, and with that goes more than 50 percent of 

the entire world air as well -- as well as the principal food supply of most fish 

and other-- and the food supply of most of our planets. 

We cannot afford to have a lacking EPA, whether you are corporate or if you 

are -- or if you are a private citizen, it goes about saying that we need (Vital 

Point) and we need to have the information provided by each corporation to 

provide EPA regulatory information, otherwise, the EPA cannot react to the 

pollution of each corporation. 

I find over and over again throughout this teleconference that it's much tough 

that the corporate -- some corporate representation, the economic burdens on 

them would resolve only in the economic burdens of the American people. 

That's an incredible over simplification of the issue and it is in the 

corporation's self interest to persist this (inaudible) that their burdens are 

synonymous with the American people. 
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Please look to places like Dish, Texas, promise with jobs (including) 

industries. They instead receive chemical infused water that cost virtually 

every citizen millions of dollars in medical bills and plummeting costs of their 

housing which is the principal form of capital. 

None of these are provided in the corporate estimates of projection submitted 

to these forums. The American people are not considered in these projections 

because it's not in the corporates' best interest to include them. 

This isn't a new story. Dish has existed in many other places from Flint, 

Michigan to Hinkley California and the ever-burning coal mine of Centralia, 

Pennsylvania. They're not here necessarily to make jobs. They're here to get 

as much money as they can in the short term. And I can't fault them for that, 

but it's up to the EPA to see what they're doing, understand what they're 

doing and working nimbly to fight against them. 

Thank you very much for hearing my words. I hope that you can find 

something that will -- I hope that you will not repeal the plea, EPA, it is so 

important. And we've seen 70 percent-- we've seen 69 percent better quality 

air since the 1970s of the Clean Air Act. It clearly does something and it's 

something that we valuably need. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, operator-- thank you, (Riley). Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Certainly. As a reminder, to ask-- to make a comment, please press star-1 on 

your telephone keypad. Our next comment comes from the line of Ashley 

Soltysiak with HEAL Utah. 

Ashley Soltysiak: Hi, this is Ashley with HEAL Utah. I'm HEAL Policy Director. HEAL Utah 

is a nonprofit with campaigns focused on clean air, clean energy, nuclear 

wastes and power policies. 

I just like to make a statement today on behalf of my organization and our 

15,000 members across the state ofUtah. We're based in Salt Lake City, one 

of the areas in the country with the worse air quality during both the winter for 

particulate matter-- P.M. 2.5 and ozone in the summer. 
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This causes some of the highest incidences of asthma, cancer, stroke and 

exacerbated cardiovascular and respiratory problems and increases mortality 

rates in our area. It hurts our environment and public health and our capacity 

for economic growth in the future. 

Frankly, the vast majority of improvements to air quality that we've seen in 

our state have been because of federal air quality standards like tier 2 fuels for 

vehicles. We need a strong federal oversight, not repeal and replace policy 

that's focused on short-term business gains at the expense of our families and 

our environment. 

Therefore, we urge the EPA to strengthen the National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards under the Clean Air Act rather than weaken these critical health 

standards. In particular, we urge the agency to maintain the current ozone 

standards and make them even more robust rather than weaken them. 

We also urge the continued reinforcement of the Regional Haze Rules which 

are critical to maintaining the air quality in our five beautiful national parks 

that are bordered by coal-fired power plants and extensive extractive 

industries. 

Frankly, those of us here in Salt Lake City cannot breathe during our 

wintertime inversions and our lungs are being burned by excess ozone 

pollution in the summer. We also have a strong nuclear legacy in the state of 

Utah and urge the agency to maintain radioactive safeguards. 

Ultimately, we believe that this means improving and enforcing EPA's air 

quality standards which are imperative to maintaining our industries, our 

diversified economy, improving our public health and working towards 

healthy and sustainable futures for generations to come. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Ashley. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Barry Andrews with Air Quality 

Services. 
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Barry Andrews: Thank you. My name is Barry Andrews. I am an air quality consultant with 

more than 35 years experience in the profession. Ten associates were working 

for regulatory agencies with multitude of duties including rulemaking 

activities. 

Some of those rulemaking activities include working in tandem with EPA to 

develop regulations for air emission sources which we knew at the time were 

inadequately controlled. An example of this was the development ofNew 

Source Performance Standards for municipal waste combustors. 

Fallowing my experience working with the regulator, I have spent the last 25 

years providing consulting to multiple industries including oil and gas 

companies whose operations are at the upstream, midstream and downstream 

levels. 

During this time, I've seen EPA developed programs that have benefitted both 

industry and the environment and represent a good example of the things that 

EPA should pursue. An example of this is the Natural Gas STAR Program. 

On the other hand, in recent years, I have seen three examples which I would 

clearly identify as being overly burdensome to industry. An example of this is 

the Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program per 40 CFR Part 98 Subpart W. 

For the last six years, greenhouse gasses emissions data has been submitted 

for numerous activities. It is clear from looking at the data year after year that 

there are just a few activities that represent the vast majority of total 

greenhouse gas emissions. 

Yet, year after year, the industry is required to report for the same activities 

that were part of the initial rulemaking activity. Following this procedure 

results much time and effort to account for greenhouse gas emissions that 

account for a very small percentage of total. 

I would encourage EPA to return to their efforts back to what I would describe 

as a common sense to regulatory activities and seek to identify and focus on 
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what measures would result in massive environment benefit and at the same 

time, not overburden industry. Thank you for the opportunity to share my 

comments. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Barry. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Gary Garrahan with STIHL 

Incorporated 

Gary Garrahan: Thank you. Hello and thank you. STIHL Incorporated is a manufacturer of 

handheld outdoor power equipments such as chainsaws and leaf blowers. We 

ask EPA to consider reducing the regulatory burden in situations where one 

set of regulatory requirements exists for the air emissions resulting from the 

operation of products while another set of regulations apply to air emissions 

resulting from the manufacturers; testing of these products. 

Specifically, as a manufacturer of gasoline-powered outdoor equipment, we 

are required to meet the EPA requirements for small non-road engines while 

at the same time, as a facility, we're required to have a federal air permit due 

to our potential to emit resulting from the testing of these engines. 

Now, bear in mind, we run each engine in our facility for at most a few 

minutes in order to ensure that it meets emissions requirements while the end

user, the customer, will run that same engine for years to come. 

Meeting the small non-road engine requirements ensures that the engines will 

have low emissions, so maintaining a facility air permit is really unnecessary 

for both the regulator and the regulated community. 

The small non-road engine regulations are focused on reducing emissions, the 

facility air permit is not. It is really a little more than a database. If EPA can 

make allowance for situations where as long as manufacturers meet the 

emission requirements for their products then they would have a reduced 

burden with regard to air permitting requirements for the facilities in which 

they produce these products. Thank you. 
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Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Gary. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: 

Oscar Paulson: 

Oscar Paulson: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Oscar Paulson with Kennecott 

Uranium 

Thank you, ma'am. My name is Oscar Paulson. I'm a Facility Supervisor at 

Kennecott Uranium Company, Sweetwater Uranium Project, which is a 

licenses conventional uranium recovery facility located in Sweetwater 

Country, Wyoming. 

I would like to propose the following two items for repeal under this 

Executive Order which are as follows. The first is the proposed rule, Health 

and Environmental Protection Standards for Uranium and Thorium Mill 

Tailings, Federal Register Volume 82 Number 12, Thursday, January 19, 2017 

on the proposed rules. 

It is the belief of industry that this proposed rule directed primarily against in

situ uranium recovery operations is not justified by the risks post by these 

operations specifically because these operations conduct their activities with 

an exempted portions of. .. 

(Off-Mic) 

The second item that I would like to propose for repeal would be the final rule 

Revisions to National Emission Standards for Radon Emissions from 

Operating Mill Tailings. This is listed under Federal Register Volume 82 

Number 10, Tuesday, January 17, 2017 under rules and regulations. 

It is the belief of industry that this final rule is again, not justified by the very 

minimal risks post by the types of operations it regulates or attempts to 

regulate specifically uranium mill tailings impoundments, evaporation ponds 

at licensed uranium recovery facilities and uranium heap leach pads because 

this type of facilities are as a general rule located in very, very remote areas, 

and as such, don't post great risks or hazards to general public. 
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We also intend to submit written comments as well by the deadline. And 

thank you for allowing me this opportunity to comment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, Oscar. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: 

Paul Balserak: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Paul Balserak with American Iron 

and Steel. 

Hi, my name is Paul Balserak and I work for the American Iron and Steel 

Institute. AISI serves as the voice of the North American steelmakers, are 19-

member companies and 125 associate members, represent real men and 

women across America who work in the job of steel production and 

manufacturing. 

The steel industry has been hit by significant cost of job losses over the past 

years. We care deeply about our environment, and as an industry, have 

worked very hard to significant reduce our emissions and energy use over the 

past decades. 

We also care deeply though about the work of men and women in the steel 

industry who have families they most care for. Their lives are generally 

harmed by the routine and significant cost and delays in projects at their plans 

from the federal air permitting regulations. 

We are very encouraged by this opportunity for evaluation of current 

regulations. We want to maintain a clean environment around our plants but 

often find the way air rules are implemented results in real challenges to U.S. 

production of steel and the competitive world market. 

We hope in particular that there will be a focus on streamlining the new 

source review programs such as allowing routine maintenance at plants to be 

completed more quickly and easily without unnecessary delays. 

We also hope that EPA could make improved modeling tools a higher 

priority. While we appreciate the recent Appendix W Air Dispersion Final 

Rule, we would hope that the rule could be changed in -- to enhance particular 
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areas would receive widespread comment during EP A;s work on this recent 

final rule. 

When the timing of air permit decisions by the federal government, not the 

actual air standards themselves at the facility but the timing of getting a 

permanent modification itself to process becomes a key deciding factor in 

major financial decisions on whether to expand the given plant. 

There's something wrong with the way the air rules are being implemented. 

We appreciate this opportunity and look forward to work closely with the 

agency in public news and common process as we continue to enhance our 

environment and the way the air permit rules work. Thank you very much. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Paul. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: 

Nancy Kirner: 

Our next comment comes from the line of Nancy Kirner wit Health Physics 

Society 

Hello. My name is Nancy Kirner and I'm past President of the Health Physics 

Society and Chair of its Scientific and Public Issues Committee. HPS is the 

professional organization of specialists and radiation safety and we thank you 

for this opportunity to express our concerns. 

First, the HPS appreciates the efforts of the EPA in protecting public health 

and the environment. We've had an exemplary working relationship with 

EPA and we hope that we'll continue well into the future. 

Today, our primary regulatory concern is EPA's apparent reliance on the 

linear non-threshold hypothesis, LNT, especially at low doses and low-dose 

rates without consideration for the uncertainty of estimated health effects at 

low doses. 

This reliance tends to foment the pub lie's irrational fear of all types of 

radiation. This adherence to LNT goes against the International Commission 

on Radiation Protections Report Number 103, which states in part, corrected 

effective dose is not intended as a tool for epidemiological risk assessment 
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and it's inappropriate to use it in risk projections. In particular, the calculation 

of the number of cancer deaths based on collective effective doses from trivial 

individual doses should be avoided. 

The HPS has a similar position statement called radiation risk perspective 

available at www.hps.org. it recommends against estimating health risks 

when exposes to ionizing radiation are near or less than natural background 

levels especially when doses are less than 100 millisievert from all no

background sources. 

The following EPA documents could be improved to better address these 

uncertainties, the EPA assessment of risks from radon in homes especially. 

Federal Guidance Reports Number 11, 12 and 13, EPA radiogenic cancer risk 

models and projection for the U.S. population also known as the Blue Book 

and ... 

(Off-Mic) 

... radionuclide tables, radionuclide, carcinogenicity slope factors. 

And, of course, all of this gets embodied into 10 CFR 190 and 40 -- excuse 

me, that was 40 CFR 190 and 40 CFR 192. These could be reduced with 

additional epidemiological research to better quantify potential effects of low 

level radiation exposures. 

We look forward to working with our colleagues at EPA to improve the 

existing regulations and seek additional epidemiological research on low 

levels of radiation. We'll also be submitting written comments. Thank you 

very much for the opportunity to speak. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Nancy. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line ofUlla Reeves with National Parks 

Conservation Association. 
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Ulla Reeves; Hi, good afternoon, my name is Ulla Reeves and I'm with the 

National Parks Conservation Association speaking on behalf of our 1.2 

million members and supporters who include a wide range and diverse group 

ofbaby boomers and millennials, liberals and conservatives, history (busts) 

and outdoor enthusiasts. They all share commitment to preserve America's 

past and protect our future, a concept that is at the heart of America's national 

parks. 

We advocate for the health of national park ecosystems and the billions of 

people who cherish them and visit every year. In fact, just last year, our 

national parks generated nearly $35 billion for the U.S. economy, supporting 

320,000 jobs across the country. 

We are deeply concerned about the EPA's process and motivation for 

repealing, replacing or modifying regulations that we believe are critical to the 

future of our treasured national parks. EPA plays a fundamental role in 

safeguarding our iconic public lands and their air, water, wildlife and the 

people who visit them through the environmental regulations that exist today. 

Because most resource threats exist beyond park boundaries, they are 

ultimately under EPA's regulatory jurisdiction, it is EPA's duty to ensure that 

state implementation and enforcement of the environmental regulations 

comfort with bedrock laws like the Clean Air Act and Americans depend on 

EPA to work with federal land managers including the national park service 

industries, states and the public to safeguard our pristine wild places and 

mitigate existing or potential threats. 

We often press for more stringent safeguards because their quality problems 

are very much still in existence but we recognize that EPA has typically 

served its park protection duties in earnest. 

The Office of Air and Radiation has delivered enormous benefits to the public 

in upholding the Clean Air Act visibility protection mandate as well as its 

good neighbor and acid rain programs. 
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Over the last 15 years, the advancements of these and other critical clean air 

policies have restored an average of 20 miles of visibility in the East and 

places like Shenandoah National Park and Okefenokee National Wildlife 

Refuge. And in the West, these programs have returned 30 miles on average 

of clear views to places such as Arches National Park and John Muir 

Wilderness. 

These same policies make it safer for children to breathe and support longer 

park stays thus even further bolstering local economies. 

We respectfully request that instead of pursuing repeal or weakening of 

regulations named in the executive orders, the EPA ought to continue to 

implement and enforce the sound regulations already on the books. 

EPA ought to be asking how to better and more efficiently carry out its 

mission of protecting public health in the environment, not how to retreat 

from it by minimizing safeguards. We ask that EPA amend its current process 

by holding public hearings across the country to fully consider citizen and 

stakeholder input on regulatory reform and we urge EPA to make this process 

more thorough and balanced. Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thanks, Ulla. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Richard Wells Fargo with Offshore 

Marine Services. 

Richard Wells: Good afternoon, everyone. I wish to address an unintended negative impact 

on U.S. shipyards by the recently implemented North American Emissions 

Control Area or ECA. The International Maritime Organization or IMO 

through the International 

International Maritime Organization or IMO through the International 

MARPOL Convention Annex VI designated the coastal waters of the United 

States as an ECA. Under MARPOL Annex VI and the related U.S. EPA rules 

and the act to prevent pollution from shifts, no vessel built on or after January 
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1, 2016 with anIMO tier 2 engine can operate that engine within the North 

American ECA. 

A U.S. shipyard building a vessel with anIMO tier 2 engine for use outside 

the North American ECA is prevented from testing and delivering the vessel 

without violating the MARPOL and EPA rules. 

Also, any ship built outside the United States in 2016 or later with anIMO tier 

2 engine is prohibited from entering the ECA to transit to any U.S. shipyard 

for repairs or dry docking. Further, a dual fuel ship both LNG and diesel fuel 

that was specifically built to exceed the IMO tier 3 standards will during a 

voyage to s shipyard for maintenance and repair of the ship or repair of the 

dual fuel engine is temporarily prohibited from using or carrying gas fuel and 

therefore would not comply with the IMO and EPA ECA requirements. 

So, we urge the EPA to modify the act to prevent pollution from ships to 

match recent changes to IMO Annex VI which were proposed by the U.S. 

delegation to the IMO to address this situation. 

This exemption would allow a ship with tier 2 engines constructed after the 

effective date of our ECA to operate in our ECA when related to original 

construction, conversion, maintenance and repair of the ship or maintenance 

or repair of a dual fuel engine while it is prohibited from using or carrying gas 

fuel due to repair facility safety requirements. 

To minimize potential adverse environmental impacts of this exemption, the 

exemption could be subject to some additional conditions such as the 

exemption is temporary only long enough to allow the ship to proceed to and 

from the shipyard. 

The engines onboard must meet IMO tier 2 NOx limits, the ship may not load 

or unload cargo while operating in the ECA and the ship sails directly to and 

from the shipyard, or in the case of a dual fuel vessel, directly to the nearest 

gas fuel bunkering facility located in the ECA. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Richard. Your time is up. 
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Richard Wells: Thank you for this consideration of this -- a fix for this unintended impact to 

the U.S. shipyard industry. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Richard. Operator, next line? 

Operator: OK. Our next comment comes from the line of John Young. John, your line 

is open. We're not hearing you. John Young, your line is open. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thanks, operator. I think we'll go to the-- to the next caller. 

Operator: Our next question comes from the line -- our next comment, sorry, comes 

from the line of Terri McCartney with, Hopland Band ofPomo Indians. 

Terri McCartney: Hello? Hello? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, we can-- yes, we can hear you? 

Terri McCartney: OK. Hi, I'm Terri McCartney with the Hopland Band ofPomo Indians in 

Northern California. And I'd like to remind everybody that air move, it is not 

restricted within boundary-- state boundary, travel boundary, reservations. 

And it's critical to have a strong EPA with oversight of the air quality because 

having states take on jurisdiction and of regulations can have unintended 

consequences of the air quality throughout the region. 

This is very important for EPA to consider when looking into repealing 

regulations that can impact tribes to try to -- this report -- this reporting an 

amount of asthma and respiratory conditions caused by poor air quality which 

is -- also has been impacted by inferior workmanship in housing with high 

levels of formaldehyde and (black mole) and other building materials. 

So, we respectfully request that EPA consider all of the options when looking 

into changing regulations that could impact the (disadvantaged) communities. 

Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Terri. Operator, next line, please? 
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Our next comment comes from the line of (Delena Triono) with Citizens. 

(Delena Triono ): Hi. Can you hear me? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, we can hear you. 

(Delena Triono): OK, great. My name is (Delena Triono). I'm a citizen of the United States 

and I'm not affiliated with any organization. I'm calling to strongly oppose 

dismantling any regulations provided and enforced in the Clean Air Act by the 

EPA. 

These mles which have -- which were stated here are even decades ago 

already ... 

(Off-Mic) 

(De lena Triono ): ... protect citizens and the environment. But they are all we have. However, it 

would be enormously detrimental to dismantle the laws that are in place. 

I live in New York City and in New Jersey most of my life, and even with the 

existing mles, it is not uncommon to get air quality alerts, warning people to 

limit their time outdoors. 

While living in New Jersey, we even have warnings from the city alerting us 

not to open our windows as there were airborne toxins being released into the 

air due to unearthing of toxic wastes nearby. This was -- it was so bad that 

our children in our local schools could not go outside and play during recess. 

We have-- they have to be kept indoors the whole day. 

For weeks, the entire household, our entire household suffered from constant 

and severe headaches, vertigos, dizziness and general ill-feelings that lasted 

for months. We got to the point where our house has to be inspected for 

carbon monoxide poisoning and gas leakage. 

Fortunately, everything in our home are safe, but it proves that the suffering 

was from the industrial activity that was going on in our city which caused 
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them to unearth those toxic wastes. We had to be moved out of the-- out of 

the city and into the countryside just so that our family could breathe without 

feeling ill. 

While these are just my personal experience, they are not isolated incidents. 

In fact, there's a multitude of other and intimately more outrageous practices 

which while they are legal have devastating impact on the people and -- on the 

people that live in those areas. 

The core access pipeline, the water practice in Flint, Michigan and the Exxon 

gas well exposure in Pennsylvania which killed one person and then the town 

people were later rewarded with pizza gift cards for their trouble. 

These are all examples of widespread regulations that are while are protecting 

are just not doing enough to really do what the institution is supposed to do. 

All these -- all these actions were legal under current regulations, but these 

actions negatively impacted l,OOOs of people in different areas of the country. 

And in my personal experience, it made everyone in our city including all of 

the children in our school sick for weeks and months. Many of the people in 

the energy companies looking to rules and regulations for the sake of profits 

nor any of their family members will ever, ever have to (inaudible) through 

the negative impacts of the damage they are causing. They are biased by 

process. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, (Delena). Your time is up. 

(Delena Triono ): And this is what they are in favor of. .. 

(Off-Mic) 

(Delena Triono ): Hello? 

Andrea Drinkard: Yes, your time is up. Operator, would you, please, open the next one? 

(Delena Triono ): OK, sorry. 
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Our next comment comes from the line of Andy Bessler with National Tribal 

Air Association. 

Thank you. Hello. My name is Andy Bessler, Project Director for the 

National Tribal Air Association. NTAA's mission is to advance air quality 

management policies and programs consistent with the needs, interests and 

unique legal status of American Indian tribes and Alaska natives. 

NTAA has 120 member tribes and serve all567 federally recognized tribes. 

Tribes are honored to serve as important partners of federal state and local 

agencies to protect ambient air quality, indoor air quality and mitigate climate 

change. 

NT AA will be providing written comments to EPA on Executive Order 13 777 

enforcing the regulatory reform agenda by May 15th. While NTAA 

appreciates the opportunity to provide comments within the short timeframe 

allotted for this process, NT AA can only offer these general comments at this 

time. 

Since 1984, EPA's policy ofworking with tribes has been based on close 

coordination in respect for travel self-determination and sovereignty 

consistent with EPA's policy for the administration of environmental 

programs on Indian reservation signed in 1984 by President Reagan and 

reaffirmed by every administrations since that time. 

This policy directs EPA to work in close coordination with the tribes and 

respect travel determination and sovereignty. Therefore, in the spirit of EPA's 

existing policies, NT AA requests a government to government consultation 

with tribes so the EPA can hear from tribes directly on their perspectives 

related to E.O. 13777. 

We encourage EPA to demonstrate this continued commitment to developing 

and enforcing strong air quality regulations based on sounds science as well as 

support sovereignty and self-determination of states, local governments and 

tribes to the appropriate and adequate allocation of funding for state, local and 

travel air programs. 
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In relation to air quality regulations, I offer this perspective from EPA's own 

data. Since EPA's creation in 1970 during the Nixon administration, the 

Clean Air Act has successfully reduced air pollution that impacts public health 

significantly. 

Since 1980, aggregate emissions of criteria pollutants and air toxics have 

decreased by nearly 70 percent whole gross domestic product has grown by 

153 percent, vehicle miles traveled have increased by 106 percent and our 

population has grown by 41 percent, all since 1980. Thank you for the 

opportunity to comment. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Andy. Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Katie Ruffling with Alliance of 

Nurses. 

Katie Ruffling: Hi, thank you, good afternoon. My name is Katie Ruffling and I'm the 

Executive Director of the Alliance ofNurses for Healthy Environments. 

We're the only national nursing organization focusing solely on the 

environment and health. 

We would like to express our strong support for ensuring that healthy 

protective regulations which is the Clean Air Act are kept in place. Evidence 

has shown that the Clean Air Act and accompanying regulations have 

contributed to reductions in air pollution resulting in prevention of over 

160,000 premature deaths yearly as well as other adverse health outcomes 

such as heart attacks, asthma attacks and hospital admissions. 

Repealing or modifying regulations showed to improve health and save lives, 

will contribute to undue harm to the public especially to our most vulnerable 

populations such as pregnant women and children. 

As a nurse and midwife, my goal is to help women and families have the 

healthiest pregnancies possible. Fortunately, air pollution and ground level 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009152-00085 



EPA 
Moderator: Andrea Drinkard 

04-24-17/ll :00 a .m. ET 
Confirmation# 8535873 

Page 86 

ozone can present a challenge for women and children who are especially 

sensitive to the negative impacts of these pollutants. 

I've seen firsthand how poor air quality days can have a significant effect on 

the health of pregnant women. Many times, my asthmatic patients would 

come into my office wheezing or report increased use of their inhalers on poor 

air quality days. 

Having good control of asthma is an essential part of a healthy pregnancy as 

the mother's breasts are the baby's only source of oxygen. 

We caution pregnant women to stay inside in poor air quality days as 

exposure to air pollution has been linked to poor pregnancy outcomes, 

exacerbation of asthma and lung irritation. Exposure to particulate matter 

during pregnancy is linked to pre-term birth, low birth weight and small for 

gestational age infants. 

These adverse birth outcomes are serious conditions that can lead to a variety 

of short and long-term health impacts for the baby, and greater risk of chronic 

disease as an adult such as diabetes, high blood pressure and obesity. 

We are also seeing long-term changes in the lungs of children whose mothers 

were exposed to higher levels of air pollution while pregnant. These changes 

can lead to an increased risk of asthma and decreased lung function in these 

children. 

The financial implications of treating adverse birth outcomes and chronic 

illness across the lifespan, their (cause) are worsened by air pollution, should 

be accounted for when determining the cost effectiveness, the necessity of 

implementing regulations. 

The total annual cost of treating asthma alone is estimated at more than $56 

billion. The direct benefits of implementing clean air programs has vastly 

exceeded cost of implementation assuming health outcomes and contributing 
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to a stronger economy by preventing millions of lost workdays and increasing 

work productivity. 

Regulations that ensure clean air for all Americans are essentially to save lives 

and protect health. That's why the Alliance ofNurses for Healthy 

Environments supports ensuring strong clean air regulations are continued. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment today and I urge the EPA to 

continue to safeguard these health protective regulations. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Katie. We're getting very close to the end of our call. I think 

we'll probably have time for about two to three more speakers. Operator, 

would you open the next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Theodora Birdbear with Fort 

Berthold POWER. 

Theodora Birdbear: Hello. My name is Theodora Birdbear. I'm a member of Fort 

Berthold POWER which stands for Protectors of Water & Earth Rights. I'm a 

tribal member living on the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in Western 

North Dakota in the Bakken oilfields. 

We, tribal members, are directly affected by the EPA's air and radiation 

regulations for the industry. And I object to any weakening ofEPA;s air and 

radiation rules. I live in Mandaree which is targeted for the unconventional 

oil and gas drilling, fracking and flaring. 

For the last nine years, these flaring and leaky wells have been placed by-

within 500 feet or less to tribal homes including near very young children who 

live in those homes. This is a public health issue. 

There are more than 1,000 flaring wells within Fort Berthold boundaries and 

another 1,500 wells are planned or expected right now. And for the last nine 

years, tons of extracted natural gas which includes the greenhouse gas 

methane has been dumped directly into the air that we breathe on Fort 

Berthold Indian Reservation. 
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The EPA's air quality rules are critically important to the public health and 

safety of tribal members on the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation and must be 

strengthened, not weakened, air quality enforcement must also be 

strengthened anywhere in Indian country including on Fort Berthold. 

So, EPA, I'm asking you to don't cater to the oil and gas industry by 

weakening your air quality regulations, protect the public health of all 

including we, trial members, on the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation. I will 

be submitting written comments also. Thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, Theodora. Operator, next-- why don't you open the next line, 

please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of (Joanna Malk) with (Newmant 

Mini). (Joanna), your line is open. You may be on mute. (Joanna), your line 

is open. You may be on mute. 

Andrea Drinkard: Operator, we can go to the next line, please. 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of(Mark Kragel) with Vanguard 

Natural Resources. 

(Mark Kragel): Yes, this is (Mark Kragel) with Vanguard Natural Resources, an oil and gas 

acquisition company, and I would like to encourage the EPA to relax the 

bureau ofland management's methane standards which is putting a very 

undue burden on very small wells -- oil and gas wells where the cost to 

recover the methane would be far more than cost to sell the oil and gas. So, 

that's my comment, thank you. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you very much, (Mark). Operator, next line, please? 

Operator: Our next comment comes from the line of Theodora Scarato, Environmental 

Health. 

Theodora Scarato: Hi. The Environmental Health Trust is a scientific organization conducting 

research -- can you hear me. 
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Theodora Scarato: OK. The Environmental Health Trust is a scientific organization conducting 

research on environmental health risks and prevention. We ask the EPA to 

update their public recommendations on non-ionizing electromagnetic 

radiation to fully inform the public about the current best available science 

and how to fully reduce exposure from the technology devices we use every 

day. 

Since the World Health Organization's international agency with the research 

on cancer classified radiofrequency, radiation is a class 2B carcinogen (and 

211) and evidence has significantly increased, showing the long-term 

radiofrequency radiation could cause cancer. 

A recent animal study performed by the National Toxicology Program in the 

United States found an increased incidence of cancer and increased DNA 

damage in rats with prolonged exposure to radiofrequency fields. 

They were said to mimic a lifetime of wireless exposure. Importantly, these 

adverse effects occurred at levels below those that caused thermal injury. 

Therefore, FCC regulations which are only based on thermal effects do not 

provide adequate protection for the public as stated by the California Medical 

Association in their wireless resolution in 2014. 

Peer reviewed research has demonstrated adverse biological effects of 

wireless EMF including single and double stranded DNA breaks, creation of 

reactive oxygen species, immune dysfunction, cognitive processing effects, 

stress protein synthesis in the brain, altered brain development, sleep and 
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memory disturbances, ADHD, abnormal behavior, sperm dysfunction, and 

brain tumors. 

The EPA needs to inform the public that cell phones and wireless devices 

were never premarket tested for long-term safety. Substantial peer reviewed 

research indicates not only cancer but also adverse effects to the brain and 

reproductive system from wireless radiation. 

Over a dozen governments such as France, Belgium and Israel have online 

public resource specifically recommending that children's exposure be 

minimized. And their governments provide very details resources detailing 

how you can reduce exposure with everything from cell phones to baby 

monitors to laptops. We don't have that in the EPA. There were only three 

lines of texts on this. 

The American Academy of Pediatrics now recommends that children's 

exposure to cell phones be reduced and specifies steps parents can take to 

reduce exposure such as make only short or essential calls on the cell phones, 

avoid carrying the phone against your body like in a pocket, sock or bra 

because cell phone manufacturers can't guarantee that the amount of radiation 

you're absorbing will be at the safe level. 

In fact, people are likely absorbing radiation levels higher than government 

standards because before phones and wireless devices came in the market, 

their radiation tested at distances away from the body, not against the body. 

So, for example, many cells phones are tested in about half an inch or less. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thanks, Theodora. Your time is up. Operator, would you, please, open the 

last line. We'll have one more commenter today. Thank you. 

Operator: And our final comment comes from the line of (Ernest Erlemond) with 

Earth justice. 

(Ernest Erlemond): Thank you. Please wake up, I know it's been a long day. Houses in 

cities are being photographed in gulf and wood smoke. While the (DHHS) 
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and everyone else proclaims that there is no safe level of any kind of smoke 

because ... 

(Off-Mic) 

(Ernest Erlemond): ... such as asthma attacks, heart attacks, cancer and so on. 

Obviously, the Clean Air Act is not protecting ... 

(Off-Mic) 

(Ernest Erlemond): And safety as required by the law. So, please revise it. Every 

revision so far has been much better than the original, which itself was good. 

And excuse me for getting technical here, but average P.M. 2.5 from visibility 

maps converted to P.M. 2.5 maps is about 15 micrograms per cubic meter in 

most places. And the toxic equivalent is 150 micrograms per cubic meter 

because 50 percent of it is wood smoke. 

So, please prevent the hotspot pollution in houses and you will prevent most 

regional air pollution problems like the problems in Fairbanks. Please ban all 

fireplaces and stoves from burning (core wood) in neighborhoods like London 

banned coal burning in fireplaces unless it can be proved safe. Thank you for 

allowing me to speak. 

Andrea Drinkard: Thank you, (Ernest). And thank you, everyone, for joining us today. We 

appreciate all of your inputs. Again, if you did not have the opportunity to 

speak on today's call or if you had additional comments that you'd like to 

provide, please submit your input to the EPA (Why) docket. Again, that 

number is EPA-HQ-OA-2017-0190. Thank you again and have a great day. 

Operator: This concludes today's conference call. You may now disconnect your lines. 

END 
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o Affordable 
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number. 
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to all alternatives if there are none less 
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TERRY E. BRANSTAD, GOVERNOR 
KIM REYNOLDS, LT. GOVERNOR 

February 22, 2017 

Michael Shapiro, Acting Assistant Administrator 
Office of Water 
USEPA 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

STATE OF IOVVA 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

CHUCK GIPP, DIRECTOR 

Sent electronically. 

RE: 567 lAC Chapter 61, Water Quality Standards, and Chapter 64, Wastewater 
Construction, Iowa Antidegradation Implementation Procedure 

Dear Mr. Shapiro: 

On February 17, 2017, the Iowa Environmental Council (IEC) and the Environmental Law & 
Policy Center (ELPC) submitted a joint letter to you in regard to the State oflowa's request for 
further reconsideration ofthe u.·s. Environmental Protection Agency's January 19, 2017 
disapproval of Iowa's revisions to our Antidegradation Implementation Procedures. On 
February 13,2017, Iowa had received a communication from Acting Region 7 Administrator 
Edward Chu, indicating that Iowa's request would be considered once the new EPA 
Administrator had been confirmed. We are satisfied with that direction and look forward to 
working through this issue in the near future. 

I write at this time only to respond to IEC and ELPC' s assertion that a reconsideration of the 
January 19th decision would be a significant departure from past EPA practice or that such action 
would be inconsistent with the requirements of the Clean Water Act. 

In Iowa's review of prior Water Quality Standard decision making documents for Iowa and 
throughout the nation, it appears to be a routine practice that EPA will consider new and 
additional information outside of a specifically pending submittal package. Such information 
can include the latest scientific research, information on waterbody features and conditions such 
as drought information or independently obtained stream characteristic information, and 
independent inquiry in regard to public comments. Information from interested parties such as 
IEC and ELPC is also received and considered. Therefore, additional explanatory information 
from Iowa is appropriate for consideration at this time. 

Additionally, there is precedent for EPA to reverse prior decisions in regard to Iowa Water 
Quality Standards. As recently as July 18, 2016, EPA Region 7 took action in regard to stream 
use designations which had been the subject of prior EPA decision documents. The prior 
decisions had either reserved action or, in some cases, disapproved Iowa's proposed stream 
designations. The new EPA approvals were independent of any new submittal package or 

502 EAST 9th STREET I DES MOINES, IOWA 50319-0034 

PHONE 515-725·8200 FAX 515-725-8202 www.iowadnr.gov 
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additional information provided by Iowa, but were instead based solely upon EPA's 
independently obtained data. We ask only that EPA continue to be consistent in their position 
that such reconsideration is possible. An agency decision to alter this position at this particular 
point in time would be troubling. 

Lastly, I wish to address a specific assertion of concern in the IEC/ELPC letter of February 17, 
2017. The letter states "Furthermore, it is well established that the considered decision of a 
previous administration cannot simply be arbitrarily reversed.'' Of course, it is well established 
that a federal agency is prohibited from doing nearly any act that would be deemed '"arbitrary''. 
This is not a revelation that provides any additional support in regard to the issues to be 
considered. In truth, the case cited in the letter discusses the applicable considerations for 
exactly such a reversal. 

I look forward to the continuation of our joint efforts to conserve and protect Iowa's waters. We 
will await the appropriate time for continued discussions. If you have questions, please do not 
hesitate to contact me at 515·577-9225. 

Sincerely, 

~.~~f 
Water Quality Bureau 

Copy to: 

Stephanie Groen, Iowa Office of State-Federal Relations. 
Edward H. Chu, EPA Region 7 
Karen Flournoy, EPA Region 7 
Ralph Rosenberg, Iowa Environmental Council 
Josh Mandelbaum, Environmental Law and Policy Center 
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APRil24, 2011@ 2PM EST 

Call 1-866-299 .. 3188 

Access Code 2025649957# 

National Tribal Outreach Call 

The Office of International and Tribal Affairs/ American Indian 

Environmental Office will host an informational session with tribal 

leaders, tribal government officials, and tribal organizations on EPA's 

implementation of Executive Order 13771, Enforcing the Regulatory 

Reform Agenda. The order directed EPA to identify regulations that 

may be appropriate for repeal, replacement, or modification. EPA is 

now seeking public feedback to help identify such regulations. 
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HUNTON 
WILLIAMS 

March 24,2017 

By U.S. Mail and E-mail 

Docket No. EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819 

Mr. Scott Pruitt, Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
William Jefferson Clinton Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Mail Code: 1101A 
Washington, DC 20460 

HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 
RIVERFRONT PLAZA, EAST TOWER 
951 EAST BYRD STREET 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23219-4074 

TEL 804 • 788 • 8200 
FAX 804 • 788 • 8218 

HARRY M. ("PETE") JOHNSON III 
DIRECT DIAL: 804 • 788 • 8784 
EMAIL: pjohnson@hunton.com 

FILE NO: 29142.080072 

Re: Utility Water Act Group Petition for Reconsideration of EPA's "Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating 
Point Source Category; Final Rule," 80 Fed. Reg. 67,838 (Nov. 3, 2015) 

Dear Administrator Pruitt: 

Enclosed please find the Utility Water Act Group's Petition for Reconsideration of EPA's 
final rule titled "Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power 
Generating Point Source Category," 80 Fed. Reg. 67,838 (Nov. 3, 2015). A copy ofthis 
petition has also been electronically mailed to the Office of Water Docket Center for filing in 
Docket No. EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about the Petition. 

Sincerely, 

\) d:,__ 1 A-0>-_ ! l-h 
Harry M. ("Pete") Johnson III p 

Enclosure 

ATLANTA AUSTIN BANGKOK BEIJING BRUSSELS CHARLOTTE DALLAS HOUSTON LONDON LOS ANGELES 

McLEAN MIAMI NEW YORK NORFOLK RALEIGH RICHMOND SAN FRANCISCO TOKYO WASHINGTON 

www.hunton.com 
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Page 2 

cc by hand delivery and e-mail: 
Mr. Michael H. Shapiro 

Cc by e-mail: 
Jessica O'Donnell, Esq. 
Kevin S. Minoli, Esq. 
EPA Docket Center 

29142.070312 EMF_US 64168936v2 
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In the United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Utility Water Act Group's Petition for Rulemaking to 
Reconsider and Administratively Stay the Effluent Limitations Guidelines 

and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source 
Category; Final Rule, 80 Fed. Reg. 67,838-903 (Nov. 3, 2015) 

Kristy A. N. Bulleit 
Hunton & Williams LLP 
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037-1709 
202-955-1547 (tel.) 

Harry M. Johnson, III 
Elizabeth E. Aldridge 
Hunton & Williams LLP 
Riverfront Plaza, East Tower 
951 East Byrd Street 
Richmond, VA 23219-4074 
804-788-8784 (tel.) 

Counsel for Petitioner Utility Water Act 
Group 
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RELIEF SOUGHT 

The Utility Water Act Group 1 ("UWAG") hereby petitions the United States 

Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 553( e) for a 

rulemaking to reconsider the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the 

Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category; Final Rule (the "ELG 

Rule," the "Final Rule," or "Rule").2 UWAG also seeks an administrative stay of 

the Rule pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 705 because the Rule is currently in litigation3 and 

"justice so requires.',4 Furthermore, the EPA should take all other administrative 

1 UW AG is a voluntary, ad hoc, non-profit, unincorporated group of 163 individual 
energy companies and three national trade associations of energy companies: the Edison Electric 
Institute, the National Rural Electric Cooperative Association, and the American Public Power 
Association. The individual energy companies operate power plants and other facilities that 
generate, transmit, and distribute electricity to residential, commercial, industrial, and 
institutional customers. The Edison Electric Institute is the association ofU.S. shareholder
owned energy companies, international affiliates, and industry associates. EEl members serve 
220 million Americans in all 50 states, approximately 70 percent of all retail electricity 
customers in the country. The National Rural Electric Cooperative Association is the association 
of not-for-profit energy cooperatives supplying central station service through generation, 
transmission, and distribution of electricity to rural areas of the United States. The American 
Public Power Association is the national service organization for the more than 2,000 not-for
profit, community-owned electric utilities in the U.S. APPA member utilities serve more than 48 
million Americans in 49 states (all but Hawaii), representing 16 percent ofthe market. UWAG's 
purpose is to participate on behalf of its members in EPA's rulemakings under the Clean Water 
Act and in litigation arising from those rulemakings. 

2 Section 553( e) provides that interested persons have "the right to petition for the 
issuance, amendment, or repeal of a rule." 

3 Southwestern Elec. Power Co. v. EPA, et al, No. 15-60821(L) (5th Cir.) (consolidating 
seven separate Petitions for Review) ("ELG Litigation"). 

4 The administrative stay under 5 U.S.C. § 705 should postpone all deadlines in the Rule. 
The length of the stay should be calculated based on the number of days between the date that 
the first Petition for Review was filed in a federal court of appeals (November 19, 20 15) and the 
later of the conclusion of judicial review or any further rulemaking undertaken as a result of that 
litigation or reconsideration undertaken in response to this Petition. 
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actions that may be necessary to assure the immediate suspension or delay of the 

Rule's fast-approaching compliance deadlines while EPA works to reconsider and 

revise, as appropriate, the substantive requirements of the current Rule pursuant to 

notice and comment rulemaking. 

INTRODUCTION 

I. Overview of Reasons to Reconsider the Rule 

UW AG petitions EPA to reconsider the Rule to address its numerous flaws. 

Some of those flaws are explained in detail in the pending ELG Litigation and 

others are demonstrated by new information and circumstances described in this 

petition. The Rule - which is the product of a settlement between environmental 

groups and EPA - is inconsistent with the President's regulatory reform agenda 

reflected in recent Executive Orders. 

The Rule affects both the utility and coal industries and also affects the large 

and small businesses that support and rely upon those industries. It will cause 

negative impacts on jobs due to the excessive costs of compliance- which were 

grossly underestimated by EPA- and regulatory burdens forcing plant closures. 

Those impacts are being, and will be, felt in communities around the country 

where those industries operate. Reconsideration will enable the Agency to take all 

of these impacts into account to the full extent allowed by law, as contemplated by 

recent Executive Orders. 

2 
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The cost issues are exacerbated by EPA's overly ambitious assumptions 

about facilities' ability to comply with the limits imposed in the Rule. In fact, in 

many instances, facilities are not able to meet the limits with the technologies that 

EPA identified as the "best available technology economically achievable" 

("BAT"). Actual costs are, therefore, much higher than EPA predicted. Either 

plants cannot comply at all or they are being forced to design, test, and try 

unproven technologies in addition to, or in lieu of, the model technologies in the 

hope of developing a compliance strategy. The Rule should be reconsidered so 

that its true costs can be accounted for, as required by the Clean Water Act 

("CWA"). 

It is also undisputed that the Rule fails to consider fully the cumulative 

impacts of the Rule and the other contemporaneous major rule makings affecting 

these industries. The cumulative cost of all of those rules affecting the utility and 

coal industries is staggering. In addition to the issue of costs, the respective rules' 

compliance deadlines were not harmonized to minimize or eliminate their 

conflicts. In the ELG rulemaking, EPA did not take public comment on the 

impacts of all of the rules combined. Undoubtedly, the industry's views could 

have been- and can be- informative. Consistent with the Administration's 

regulatory reform agenda, reconsideration of the ELG Rule will allow EPA to 

3 
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consider all of these major rules collectively- and not through a piecemeal 

approach - with the benefit of public input. 5 

In addition, the Rule violated fundamental principles of public participation 

in rulemakings- transparency and reproducibility. Never before has EPA 

promulgated a rule while shielding such vast amounts of its basic work product 

from review. Here, EPA invoked the concept of Confidential Business 

Information ("CBI") to withhold facts, methods, and analyses on which its 

conclusions depend. To an unprecedented extent, the Agency withheld 

fundamental information purporting to justify the Rule. Among the information 

claimed as CBI, EPA designated as CBI thousands of pages of the record that 

demonstrably were not entitled to confidential treatment. 

Compounding the lack of transparency and reproducibility, EPA repeatedly 

responded to public comments by citing key information that the Agency withheld 

from the public record. Directing commenters to information that is unavailable is 

effectively no response at all. Reconsideration will allow EPA to fix these 

problems. 

5 Moreover, since promulgation of the ELG Rule, circumstances have changed for the 
Clean Power Plan ("CPP") and the Coal Combustion Residuals ("CCR") Rule. Now, it is 
unclear the extent to which the CPP Rule will take effect or what changes to the CCR Rule will 
be made since portions of it are the subject of a new rulemaking. These significant changes in 
circumstances alone warrant reconsideration of the ELG Rule. 

4 
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EPA also promulgated the Rule without gathering necessary data on certain 

types of plants covered by the Rule. EPA gathered no data whatsoever on the 

treatability of selenium and nitrates in Flue Gas Desulfurization Wastewater 

("FGDW") produced by plants burning sub bituminous coals, such as Powder River 

Basin ("PRB") coal, or lignite. These plants comprise upwards of 25% of the 

industry. Likewise, EPA set limits for modern Integrated Gasification Combined

Cycle ("IGCC") plants without gathering data relevant to those plants. Lacking 

data or any other credible evaluation of the likely performance and cost, EPA had 

no reasonable basis for concluding that those plants can comply with the limits 

imposed by the Rule. The Rule should be re-opened and reconsidered so that the 

applicable limits can be based on appropriate data. 

Actual experience is confirming that the FGD limits cannot be met at all 

facilities. A recent pilot study using the biological treatment technology EPA 

selected as BAT has been conducted at a PRE-burning plant, and indications are 

that the data show the selenium limits cannot be met. Other facilities are finding 

that technologies beyond those considered by EPA may be necessary to meet the 

FGD limits. Similarly, data from a state-of-the-art IGCC plant prove that it cannot 

meet the Rule's wastewater limits. 

Finally, EPA used patently obsolete or otherwise unreliable data in its 

analyses supporting its "zero discharge" requirement for bottom ash transport 

5 
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water ("BATW"). In violation of both the letter and spirit of the Data Quality Act6 

and its implementing regulations, EPA evaluated BA TW with poor quality 

characterization data, some of which was decades old. EPA used the data for 

several important purposes, including calculating a cost-effectiveness ratio that 

allows the Agency to compare the ELG Rule to other effluent guidelines rules. 

Obviously, if the underlyingBATW characterization data are flawed, then the cost-

effectiveness analysis is also flawed. Although EPA insisted a cost-effectiveness 

analysis is not required by the CW A, the Agency generated these analyses for all 

recent effluent guidelines rules, and it had an obligation to base its analysis on 

acceptable data. This it did not do. 

All of these issues, both together and individually, warrant reconsideration 

of the ELG Rule to promote the President's regulatory reform agenda. 

II. The Policies Established by Executive Orders on Regulatory Reform 

The President has established an agenda mandating regulatory reform. 7 

Reconsideration of the Rule is essential to fulfill the policies expressed in the 

Regulatory Reform Order. 

6 Pub. L. 106-554, § 1(a)(3), Title V, § 515 (Dec. 21, 2000) (also sometimes known as 
"Information Quality Act"). 

7 See Executive Order 13777, Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda (Feb. 24, 2017), 
82 Fed. Reg. 12,285 (Mar. 1, 2017) ("Regulatory Reform Order"). 

6 
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The Regulatory Reform Order directs agencies to create Task Forces to 

"evaluate existing regulations ... and make recommendations to the agency head 

regarding their repeal, replacement, or modification, consistent with applicable 

law." 8 The Task Forces have until May 25, 2017, to make their 

recommendations.9 The Rule should be chief among the EPA Task Force's 

recommendations, for all the reasons set forth in this Petition. 

The Task Forces are charged at a minimum with identifying regulations that 

adversely affect jobs, that impose costs exceeding benefits, or that rely on 

information and methods that are not transparent and reproducible.10 The Rule 

8 Id. at 12,286. 
9 By imposing a rigorous deadline on the Task Force, the Regulatory Reform Order 

recognizes the urgency of addressing overly burdensome regulations. Ultimately, it is the 
customers of the electric utility industry who suffer the economic burden of exorbitantly 
expensive rules. This burden is exacerbated when important issues regarding those rules go 
unresolved for extended periods of time (e.g., the Mercury and Air Toxics rule). Uncertainty 
also contributes to potential instability in energy delivery. Thus, in the spirit of the Regulatory 
Reform Order, the Agency should move expeditiously to reconsider and revise the Rule while 
suspending its deadlines in the meanwhile. 

10 Id. § 3(d). The Order reads: "At a minimum, each Regulatory Reform Task Force 
shall attempt to identifY regulations that: 

(i) eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation; ... 

(iii) impose costs that exceed benefits; ... [or] 

( v) are inconsistent with the requirements of section 515 of the 
Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act, 2001 ( 44 
U.S.C. 3516 note), or the guidance issued pursuant to that provision, in 
particular those regulations that rely in whole or in part on data, 
information, or methods that are not publicly available or that are 
insufficiently transparent to meet the standard for reproducibility; ... " 

7 
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here meets all three of these criteria, as explained in more detail in the body of this 

P 
. . 11 etitwn. 

Moreover, this Petition for Reconsideration satisfies another mandatory 

element of the Regulatory Reform Order- consultation with "entities significantly 

affected" by the Rule. 12 The Order directs that the Task Forces "shall seek input 

and other assistance" from stakeholders in identifying regulations with adverse 

effects: 

In performing the evaluation described in subsection (d) of this 
section, each Regulatory Reform Task Force shall seek input and 
other assistance, as permitted by law, from entities significantly 
affected by Federal regulations, including State, local, and tribal 
governments, small businesses, consumers, non-governmental 
organizations, and trade associations. 13 

Finally, the Regulatory Reform Order also incorporates fundamental 

principles from earlier Executive Orders that likewise support reconsideration of 

the Rule. For instance, agencies must consider the cumulative costs of regulations 

on businesses and communities: 

Each agency shall tailor its regulations to impose the least burden on 
society, including individuals, businesses of differing sizes, and other 

11 As to the second criterion (costs exceeding benefits), EPA's cost-benefit analysis was 
based so heavily on flawed or unavailable data that a full evaluation of the Rule's true costs and 
benefits is effectively impossible based on the current record. Thus, a primary focus on 
reconsideration should be to develop a record that will allow the Agency to determine whether 
the benefits indeed outweigh the costs of a new rule. 

12 Id. § 3(e). 

13 Id. 
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entities (including small communities and governmental entities), 
consistent with obtaining the regulatory objectives, taking into 
account, among other things, and to the extent practicable, the costs 

if l . l . 14 o cumu atzve regu atzons. 

As detailed later in this Petition, the Rule fails to consider accurately the 

cumulative costs of EPA's major rules affecting the utility industry, the coal 

industry, and the communities depending on them. 

In addition to the Regulatory Reform Order, the Rule also should be 

reconsidered as part ofthe Agency's compliance with the Executive Order 13771, 

popularly known as the "Two-for-One Order." 15 In addition to its other directives, 

the Two-for-One Order requires agencies to achieve a net incremental regulatory 

cost of zero in Fiscal20 17. 16 The costs of new regulations during the current fiscal 

year are offset by costs eliminated from existing regulations: "incremental costs 

associated with new regulations shall, to the extent permitted by law, be offset by 

the elimination of existing costs associated with at least two prior regulations." 17 

14 Executive Order 12866, Regulatory Planning and Review§ 1(b)(11) (Sept. 30, 1993), 
58 Fed. Reg. 51,735, 51,736 (Oct. 4, 1993) (emphasis added) (incorporated by reference in 
Regulatory Reform Order§ 2(a)(ii)). 

15 Executive Order 13771, Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs (Jan. 
30, 2017), 82 Fed. Reg. 9339 (Feb. 3, 2017). 

16 "For fiscal year 2017, which is in progress, the heads of all agencies are directed that 
the total incremental cost of all new regulations, including repealed regulations, to be finalized 
this year shall be no greater than zero, ... " !d. § 2(b ). 

17 Id. § 2(c). 
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By reconsidering the Rule and taking its costs properly into account when 

promulgating a revised ELG rule, EPA can discharge this obligation. 

In carrying out its duties under the Regulatory Reform Order, the Agency 

must comply with the Administrative Procedure Act ("AP A") and other applicable 

law. 18 Granting this Petition would enable EPA to promote the express policy of 

the Two-for-One Order consistent with the APA. 

BACKGROUND ON RULE AND PENDING ELG LITIGATION 

I. The Consent Decree Leading Up to the Final Rule 

The ELG Rule is the product of a lawsuit. On September 14, 2009, the EPA 

Administrator received a 60-day notice of intent from the Environmental Integrity 

Project, which threatened to sue EPA for not revising the steam electric effluent 

limitations guidelines ("ELGs"). The very next day, EPA announced plans to 

revise the guidelines. 19 The next month, EPA released a "final detailed report" on 

its investigation of the industry for possible ELG revision. 20 

On November 8, 2010, Defenders of Wildlife and Sierra Club sued EPA and 

asked the court to set a judicial schedule for the rulemaking. But the plaintiffs had 

18 Id. 

19 Press Release, EPA, EPA Expects to Revise Rules for Wastewater Discharges from 
Power Plants (Sept. 15, 2009). 

20 EPA, Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category: Final Detailed Study 
Report, EPA-821-R-09-008 (Oct. 2009), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-0004 ("Final Detailed 
Study"). 

10 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00016 



already settled with EPA. That same day, EPA and the environmental 

organizations jointly presented a Consent Decree to the court. As part of the 

settlement, EPA agreed to pay the plaintiffs $40,000 for the costs of negotiating, 

drafting, and filing the consent decree. 21 Thus, the rulemaking proceeded pursuant 

to a schedule imposed by a court order agreed to by environmental organizations 

and EPA without input from the industry and other affected stakeholders. 

Nonetheless, whenever possible- as during the comment periods on EPA's 

information collection request for the Rule- the industry urged EPA to collect 

representative data and provided recommendations for doing so. 22 

21 UWAG moved to intervene in the litigation, asserting that the district court did not 
have subject matter jurisdiction over the matter because the CW A by its terms does not require 
EPA to revise ELGs by a date certain, instead requiring only that the Agency periodically review 
those guidelines - a duty that the facts pled showed EPA had discharged. The court denied 
UWAG's motion to intervene. See Defenders ofWildlife v. Jackson, 284 F.R.D. 1 (D.D.C. 
2012). On appeal, the United States Court of Appeals ofthe D.C. Circuit found that UWAG 
lacked standing to challenge the rulemaking negotiated between EPA and environmental groups. 
Defenders ofWildlife v. Perciaseppe, 714 F.3d 1317 (D.C. Cir. 2013). 

22 See, e.g., UWAG Comments on EPA's Draft Data Request (Mar. 23, 2007), EPA-HQ
OW-2009-0819-5450-Att 079 at 6 (commenting that EPA's plan to collect wastewater samples 
from 5-6 facilities would result in a dataset too small for valid correlations because even two 
plants burning the same coal and using similar technologies could have different wastewater 
quality due to factors such as boiler design, coal variations within the same coal rank, and size of 
treatment equipment or settling pond). See also UWAG Comments on Questionnaire for the 
Steam Electric Power Generating Effluent Guidelines, EPA ICR No. 2368.01 (Apr. 8, 2010), 
EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-0052 at 14-21 (questioning the practical utility of the ICR's focus on 
CCRs, when the proposed CCR rule was soon to be released and would radically change 
management ofCCRs). 
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II. Promulgation of the Final Rule 

EPA proposed the Rule on June 7, 2013.23 The public comment period 

lasted until September 20, 2013. Between the end of the comment period and the 

promulgation of the Final Rule, EPA promulgated a suite of other major rules 

directed at coal-fired electric generating units. These included the Cooling Water 

Intake Structures ("CWIS") rule for existing facilities,24 the CCR rule, 25 the CPP 

rule, 26 and the Carbon Pollution Standard for New Power Plants rule ("CPS").27 

EPA estimates the annualized total social costs28 of the ELG and CWIS rules will 

be $471.2-479.5 million (2013$) and $274.9 million (2011$), respectively?9 The 

Agency estimates the total annualized incremental costs of the CCR rule will be 

$509-735 million (2013$) (over 100 years). 30 The CPP is in a class by itself, with 

EPA predicting annual illustrative compliance costs of $1.4-2.5 billion (2020), 

$1.0-3.0 billion (2025), and $5.1-8.4 billion (2050) (all in 2011$). 31 Many of 

23 78 Fed. Reg. 34,432 (June 7, 2013). 
24 79 Fed. Reg. 48,300 (Aug. 15, 2014). 
25 80 Fed. Reg. 21,302 (Apr. 17, 2015). 
26 80 Fed. Reg. 64,662 (Oct. 23, 2015). 
27 80 Fed. Reg. 64,510 (Oct. 23, 2015). 
28 "Total social costs" includes compliance costs to facilities and government 

administrative costs. 
29 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,865 (ELG Rule); 79 Fed. Reg. at 48,415 (CWIS Rule). 
30 80 Fed. Reg. at 21,309. 
31 80 Fed. Reg. at 64,680-81. 
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those costs have been challenged as underestimates. In any event, it must be 

remembered that, ultimately, these billions in costs will be borne by utilities' 

ratepayers. 

The Final ELG Rule was published on November 3, 2015. 32 

III. The Litigation Challenging the ELG Rule 

Various petitioners filed seven petitions for judicial review of the Rule in 

multiple courts. The petitions were consolidated in the United States Court of 

Appeals for the Fifth Circuit.33 Three separate groups of Petitioners (including 

UWAG as an industry petitioner) filed their opening briefs on December 5, 2016. 

EPA's brief is due May 4, 2017. 34 

IV. UWAG's Attempts to Obtain a Complete Record from EPA 

When it promulgated the Final Rule, EPA improperly designated and 

withheld numerous documents in whole or in part on grounds of CBI. UW AG 

tried unsuccessfully to resolve these issues with EPA long before EPA finalized 

the administrative record and filed the certified index in the ELG Litigation. In a 

letter dated February 17, 2016, counsel for UWAG and others wrote to counsel for 

32 80 Fed. Reg. 67,838-903 (Nov. 3, 2015). 
33 Consolidation Order, Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, ELG Litigation, ECF 

No. 00513301255 (Dec. 9, 2015). 
34 EPA's brief had been due April 4, 2017. On March 20, 2017, EPA filed a Motion to 

stay the briefing schedule for 30 days due to DOJ's unexpected reassignment of the case to new 
counsel. The Court granted the extension on March 21. However, the Rule itself is not stayed 
during this period. Hence, this Petition seeks an administrative stay of the Rule and/or other 
action to suspend the Rule's deadlines. 
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EPA seeking the disclosure of "EPA's methodologies and analyses supporting the 

ELG Rule that have been improperly withheld as ... CBI," and additional "non-

CBI information ... improperly withheld from the public record."35 In response, 

EPA refused to produce any additional information for the public record. 36 In fact, 

EPA apparently could not find a single sentence or word of additional information 

that could be disclosed despite clear evidence that the broad use of CBI 

designations was inappropriate. 

Because the withheld information was critical to understanding the basis for 

the Rule, UW AG and others industry members thereafter filed a joint motion to 

complete the record in the Court of Appeals. The motion asked simply for EPA to 

reconsider whether the information withheld as CBI in fact qualified as CBI and 

for EPA to produce its methods and analyses in a non-CBI format for the public 

and the Court. EPA continued to resist the requests. The motion is still pending 

and is to be decided by the Court in conjunction with the merits of the appeal. 

REASONS TO RECONSIDER THE RULE 

I. EPA's Sweeping Use of CBI To Withhold Its Methods and Analyses 
Violated Principles of Transparency 

EPA withheld its most basic data, methodologies, and analyses from the 

public record under the guise of CBI. This unprecedented lack of openness is 

35 Exhibit 1 at 1. 
36 Exhibit 2. 
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inconsistent with the policies articulated in Regulatory Reform Order for 

transparency and reproducibility. EPA has a duty to disclose the information 

supporting the Rule and to fully explain its course of inquiry, analysis, and 

reasoning. EPA has at its disposal tools that allow it to protect CBI, if necessary, 

yet EPA used none of them here, instead withholding at least 1,194 documents in 

whole or in part. 

A. The Overreliance on CBI Is Inconsistent With the Data Quality 
Act and Agency Guidelines on Transparency and Reproducibility 

In 2001, Congress enacted Public Law 106-554 ("Data Quality Act") 

directing OMB to issue guidance for ensuring the quality of data disseminated by 

Federal agencies by maximizing the objectivity, utility, and integrity of the 

information collected. OMB responded to the Data Quality Act by issuing 

guidelines for data quality and directing agencies to issue their own guidelines.37 

In turn, EPA issued its guidelines.38 The Regulatory Reform Order expressly 

requires Task Forces to identify regulations that are inconsistent with the Data 

Quality Act or the guidance issued pursuant to it, "in particular those regulations 

that rely in whole or in part on data, information, or methods that are not publicly 

37 OMB, Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and 
Integrity of Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies, Republication, 67 Fed. Reg. 8452 
(Feb. 22, 2002) ("OMB Data Quality Guidelines"). 

38 EPA, Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility and 
Integrity of Information Disseminated by the Environmental Protection Agency, EP A/260R -02-
008 (Oct. 2002) ("EPA Data Quality Guidelines"). 
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available or that are insufficiently transparent to meet the standard for 

reproducibility."39 The Rule meets this definition squarely. 

According to the OMB Data Quality Guidelines, agency information must 

satisfy the "objectivity" criterion of the Data Quality Act, meaning "a focus on 

ensuring accurate, reliable, and unbiased information. ,,4o EPA describes the 

objectivity criterion similarly: "'Objectivity' focuses on whether the disseminated 

information ... , as a matter of substance, is accurate, reliable, and unbiased. "41 

Because the record in a major rulemaking is considered to be an 

"influential" class of information, EPA expressly recognizes that such information 

is subject to a heightened standard of quality.42 This "higher degree of quality" 

requires even greater "transparency about data and methods" to "facilitate the 

reproducibility of such information .... ,,43 Indeed, it is "important that analytic 

results for influential information have a higher degree of transparency .... ,,44 

EPA's conclusions in the Rule, as shown below, do not meet the definition 

of "reproducibility" as a result of the heavy use of CBI: 

39 Regulatory Reform Order§ 3(d)(v), 82 Fed. Reg. at 12,286 (emphasis added). 
40 OMB Data Quality Guidelines at 8459. 
41 EPA Data Quality Guidelines at 15. 
42 Id. at 20 ("should adhere to a rigorous standard of quality"). 
43 Id. at 20-21. 
44 Id. at 21. 
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"Reproducibility" means that the information is capable of being 
substantially reproduced, subject to an acceptable degree of 
imprecision .... With respect to analytic results, "capable of being 
substantially reproduced" means that independent analysis of the 
original or supporting data using identical methods would generate 
similar analytic results, subject to an acceptable degree of imprecision 
or error.45 

Likewise, EPA's conclusions in the Rule do not meet its own guidelines for 

reproducibility: 

In addition, these Guidelines provide for the use of especially rigorous 
"robustness checks" and documentation of what checks were 
undertaken. These steps, along with transparency about the sources 
of data used, various assumptions employed, analytic methods 
applied, and statistical procedures employed should assure that 
analytic results are "capable of being substantially reproduced. '46 

Protections for CBI do not automatically dispense with the requirements of 

reproducibility. The OMB Data Quality Guidelines provide for situations where 

data cannot be released for valid reasons, and the guidelines impose alternative 

requirements: 

i. Making the data and methods publicly available will assist in 
determining whether analytic results are reproducible. However, the 
objectivity standard does not override other compelling interests such 
as privacy, trade secrets, intellectual property, and other 
confidentiality protections. 

ii. In situations where public access to data and methods will not 
occur due to other compelling interests, agencies shall apply 
especially rigorous robustness checks to analytic results and document 

45 OMB Data Quality Guidelines at 8460. 
46 EPA Data Quality Guidelines, Appendix A at 47 (emphasis added). 
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what checks were undertaken. Agency guidelines shall, however, in 
all cases, require a disclosure of the specific data sources that have 
been used and the specific quantitative methods and assumptions that 
have been employed. 47 

These heightened standards of transparency and reproducibility lay out a clear 

analytical process for each individual assertion of CBI by EPA. Is the information 

in fact CBI? If not, EPA must make it available to the public with the Rule. If the 

information is CBI, then EPA must perform "especially rigorous robustness 

checks," disclose the sources of information, and disclose the specific quantitative 

methods and assumptions used. 

The record supporting the Rule did not meet the requirements for 

reproducibility, regardless of whether EPA's individual claims of CBI were valid. 

In many instances documented below and in the ELG Litigation,48 the CBI claims 

were specious on their face. In other instances where the CBI designation may or 

may not be warranted, there is scant evidence of "robustness checks," 

documentation of those checks, or other assurances of reproducibility, such as 

sources of data, various assumptions applied, and analytic methods applied. Thus, 

the industry and the public have been unable to evaluate the Rule fully. 

47 OMB Data Quality Guidelines at 8460 (emphasis added). See also EPA Data Quality 
Guidelines at 21 (implementing same). 

48 See Industry Petitioners' Joint Motion to Complete the Administrative Record, ELG 
Litigation (June 22, 2016), ECF No. 00513560826 ("Motion to Complete Record"); Original 
Brief oflndustry Petitioners, ELG Litigation (Dec. 5, 2016), ECF No. 00513783903 at 24-51. 
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Reconsideration is appropriate to allow meaningful public participation consistent 

with the policies of the Regulatory Reform Order. 

B. EPA Can Make the Relevant Information Available Without 
Compromising CBI 

EPA has available a variety of tools to present facts and analyses on which it 

relied, while at the same time protecting CBI. It has used those tools in many other 

effluent guidelines rulemakings.49 EPA could, for instance, produce ranges of 

values, graphs, cost formulas or curves, discussions, or other analyses, as 

appropriate, to satisfy its obligations to present the "whole record" for review, 

including its methodologies and analyses, without disclosing CBI. 50 

In addition, EPA could have simply taken the time to collect more data that 

are not CBI. It could have supplemented the CBI information with information 

from other sources or consultants who would not assert CBI. Likewise, EPA could 

have conducted or commissioned its own studies to independently verify the 

information claimed as CBI. Reconsideration would allow this. 

49 See, e.g., EPA, Development Document for Final Ejjluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Iron and Steel Manufacturing Point Source Category (Apr. 2002), at 1-9, 14-
3-14-6 (aggregating certain data in the public record and masking facility identities) (available at 

=;;;..:.:..:..~_;_;_;_==;_:.;_;~.:..=::....=..::.:::::._=:::..:;_;:.===.:.:==--=====.::.:==""-=~===/ (last 
accessed Dec. 2, 2016). 

50 See NRDC v. Thomas, 805 F.2d 410,418 n.13 (D.C. Cir. 1986). 
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C. EPA Has Not Been Transparent About the Cost or Performance 
of BAT for FGD Wastewater or Bottom Ash Transport Water 

Congress has limited EPA's discretion in the selection of BAT by 

identifying specific factors the Agency must consider. 51 Because BAT must be 

"economically achievable," one such factor EPA must consider is cost. 52 The cost 

of regulations is also a policy priority under the Regulatory Reform Order. The 

CW A further requires EPA to consider the performance of the technology at 

reducing pollutants. 53 Performance and cost go hand-in-hand, as improving 

performance may require adding more technology, which then increases cost. The 

interplay of cost and performance is also a point of emphasis in the Regulatory 

Reform Order, which mandates a focus on cost-benefit analyses. 

EPA bears the burden of demonstrating that it has considered the cost of the 

technology it chose as BAT and showing that the technology, at the cost EPA 

projected, will achieve the performance standards it set. Here, EPA's explanation 

of its performance and cost estimates for the technologies it chose as BAT for 

FGDW and BATW were general conclusions with crucial detail missing. 

51 33 U .S.C. § 1314(b )(2)(B). 
52 Id. ("Factors relating to the assessment of best available technology shall take into 

account ... the cost of achieving such effluent reduction .... "). 
53 Id. at § 1314(b )(2)(A); see E. I. duPont de Nemours & Co. v. Train, 430 U.S. 112, 131 

(1977). 
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At the proposed rule stage, EPA discussed these technologies and its 

methodologies and analyses for evaluating their cost. EPA provided significantly 

more detail about its methodologies when it published the proposed ELG rule for 

public comment. 54 When EPA then took comments from the public, it learned-

and in some instances even acknowledged- that its performance and cost analyses 

had shortcomings, overstating performance and understating cost. 55 This meant 

that EPA was required to collect additional information, make changes, and 

explain the changes in the Final Rule. 

Transparency in the Final Rule was even more vital because EPA's errors at 

proposal were not trivial. For example, comments on the proposed Rule showed 

that, industry -wide, the cost of installing biological treatment alone for FGDW 

would nearly exceed EPA's estimated costs for adding both biological treatment 

and chemical precipitation treatment. 56 Indeed, one company's comments showed 

that the cost of installing EPA's selected FGDW treatment technology at its plants 

would be nearly seven times higher than EPA had estimated for a subset of those 

54 See, e.g., Index.2292.6-88-6-105. [This Petition uses the same convention for citations 
to EPA's administrative record as in the Litigation by referring to the Certified Index. See 
Original Brief of Industry Petitioners at 5 n.ll.] 

55 See, e.g., Index.l 0081.6-665 (EPA agreeing with commenters who indicated that EPA 
should consider engineering-related costs and construction timelines associated with closed-loop 
bottom ash handling retrofits). 

56 See Index.8939.A-25 (finding incremental biological costs of over $2 billion). 
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same plants. 57 Similarly, the Electric Power Research Institute ("EPRI"i8 was 

unable to reproduce EPA's conclusions regarding the ability of biological 

treatment to remove pollutants from FGDW. 59 Based on EPRI' s calculations, EPA 

had overestimated pollutant removals for biological treatment by a factor of 

eight. 60 

EPA's cost estimate for achieving no-discharge of BA TW was likewise off 

by a wide margin. For example, after identifying a host of errors and omissions, 

EPRI calculated total industry capital costs for conversion from wet to dry bottom 

ash handling, just for plants with a nameplate generating capacity above 400 

megawatts, to be over $6 billion and $452 million in annual O&M costs- more 

than double EPA's estimate.61 

1. EPA Has Withheld Key Information Showing How the 
Agency Responded to Criticisms of Its Original Analyses 

EPA responded to these comments by soliciting revised information from 

financially interested vendors. These are the same vendors whose technology was 

at issue and who had incentives to tout their systems as effective and reasonably 

57 Index.8689 .160 (Southern Company). 
58 EPRI is an independent, nonprofit organization that conducts research and 

development relating to the generation, delivery, and use of electricity. 
59 Index.8939.4-2. 
60 Id. at 4-1. 
61 Index.8939.8-2. 
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priced. Much of the revised information- and how EPA incorporated it into the 

final analyses- was withheld. Thus, the public cannot determine whether EPA in 

fact corrected the original errors or whether the revised analyses are themselves 

appropriate. This flies in the face of the AP A and the directives of the Regulatory 

Reform Order. 

As Industry Petitioners have described at length, EPA's contacts with 

vendors demonstrate how EPA consciously chose to conceal the substance of its 

final cost analysis.62 EPA prepared follow-up questions for one vendor "to clarify 

whether specific cost elements [identified by commenters] are included or not 

included in the cost estimates provided in previous correspondence," among other 

things. 63 The vendor responded to these questions, but that information has been 

withheld from the public record.64 

Notes of subsequent meetings and correspondence between EPA and the 

vendor are similarly missing from the public record, nearly always in their 

entirety.65 These inaccessible documents go to the heart of how EPA addressed the 

cost issue. 

62 See Original Brief oflndustry Petitioners at 30-32, 39-40. 
63 Post Proposal Questions forGE _for EPA Review, Index.11564.3. 
64 See CBI _ GE Response to Post Proposal Questions, Index.11680. 
65 See Original Brief oflndustry Petitioners at 30-32, 39-40. 
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2. In the Final Rule, EPA Hid Cost and Effectiveness Data, 
Methodologies, and Analyses Behind CBI 

a. Cost 

Using CBI as a pretext, EPA provided only its bare conclusions in the public 

record regarding many of its cost analyses. The Agency has not provided 

supporting detail for those analyses ( anonymized or otherwise). Despite comments 

showing that EPA had omitted or grossly underestimated various costs for the 

proposed rule and despite the fact that EPA added new technology requirements, 

these final costs inexplicably decreased on a per-plant basis for FGDW. The 

average capital cost per plant went from just over $21.5 million for the Proposed 

Rule to approximately $20.5 million for the Final Rule. 66 And the average annual 

O&M costs went from approximately $2.2 million to approximately $1.4 million.67 

EPA's revised cost figures cry out for explanation. Yet, EPA suggests only 

that it considered public comments and changed its analysis "where appropriate," 

but without ever explaining how. 68 This is not transparency, and it certainly 

eliminates any opportunity for reproducibility. 

66 Compare Index.2920.9-28 with Index.12840.9-32. 
67 Id. (averages were calculated by dividing total industry cost by number of plants). 
68 See, e.g., Index.12840.3-20 ("EPA evaluated public comments to identifY plant-

specific operation and flow data and, where appropriate, used this information to revise estimates 
of compliance costs and pollutant removals for those facilities .... "). 
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Despite the requirement to explain what it did, EPA withheld the underlying 

data, methodologies, and analyses under the guise of CBI. For example, they are 

missing from EPA's Final Sanitized Steam Electric Incremental Costs and 

Pollutant Loadings Report ("Final ICPR"), which EPA points to as "describ[ing] 

the methodologies used to estimate plant-specific compliance costs ... associated 

with installing and operating the various technologies and practices that make up 

the regulatory options considered by EPA to revise the existing ELGs. "69 

Unquestionably, this document was central to EPA's development of the Final 

Rule, yet information necessary to reproduce EPA's results is absent. 

The Final ICPR is the only document that described EPA's consideration of 

costs and pollutant removals in full. The Final Technical Development 

Document 70 referred directly to the I CPR for detailed explanations of EPA's 

methodology. 71 Despite EPA's express reliance on this key document, the 

referenced subsections were redacted in their entirety. Again, this flies in the face 

of transparency and reproducibility. 

69 Index.12134.1-1. 
70 EPA, Technical Development Document for the Ejjluent Limitations Guidelines and 

Standards.for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, EPA-821-R-15-007 
(Sept. 2015), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6432 ("TDD"), 

71 See, e.g., Index.12840.9-25 (indirect capital costs methodology). 

25 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00031 



In fact, EPA withheld hundreds of pages of information from the Final ICPR 

as CBI. 72 The table of contents revealed the titles of the missing sections and 

subsections, and those titles made clear the vital nature of the withheld 

information?3 In Section 5 alone, one can see that basic subject matter about cost 

was redacted: 74 

72 See Index.12134 (un-paginated placeholder between 4-35 and 9-1, noting that Sections 
5, 6, 7, and 8 "have been removed from this document"). 

73 See id. at ii-vii. 
74 Id. at ii-iii. 
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According to its title, the missing Section 5 explains EPA's "General 

Methodology, Terminology, and Common Cost Elements." The missing 

subsections provided the "General Cost Methodology and Terminology" and other 

more specific cost methodologies, as well as the technologies evaluated. 

The same is true for Sections 6 through 8. These sections laid out EPA's 

methodologies for analyzing costs and technologies for treating FGDW, fly ash 
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transport water, and BATW.75 EPA redacted all of these sections and subsections. 

Under the pretext of CBI, EPA withheld over 250 pages in the Final ICPR. 

While these sections or subsections might contain some CBI, the underlying 

methodologies themselves are necessary to understanding what EPA did and why. 

These missing pages are critical to determining whether EPA's promulgation of the 

Final Rule was reasonable. It is impossible to reproduce EPA's cost findings 

without the basic details on the methodology. 

b. Effectiveness of BAT Technologies 

In the Final Rule, EPA claimed that "biological treatment [is] well-

demonstrated" technology for the treatment ofFGDW. 76 But the public record 

hardly supports such an overarching conclusion. Nothing in the public record 

demonstrates that biological treatment can treat all of the industry's FGDW 

effectively. 

EPA focused on a combination of two treatment systems for FGDW: 

chemical precipitation treatment (for mercury and arsenic) followed by biological 

treatment (for selenium and nitrate/nitrite ).77 These treatment systems are 

complex, multi-componenttechnologies that must be designed and sized to treat a 

75 Id. at iii-vii (Section 6, 7, and 8 entitled "FGD Wastewater Cost Methodology," "Fly 
Ash Transport Water Cost Methodology," and "Bottom Ash Transport Water Cost 
Methodology," respectively). 

76 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,850. 
77 Proposed Rule, 78 Fed. Reg. at 34,458 (Table VIII-I). 
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specific mix of pollutants, in terms of pollutant type, load, and distribution?8 The 

use of biological treatment for FGDW treatment- and particularly for removal of 

selenium - is a relatively new innovation. The complexity and variability of 

FGDW make it difficult to treat using biological processes, which depend on stable 

conditions to maintain the microorganisms on which treatment depends. For 

instance, changes in temperature or in wastewater constituents, such as percentage 

of solids or an increase in chlorides, can cause system upsets. 79 

As explained in detail in the ELG Litigation, EPA's reliance on CBI 

prevented any demonstration that biological treatment is effective when a plant's 

FGDW contains high amounts of chloride.8° Furthermore, EPA withheld 

correspondence with vendors that may undermine claims regarding the general 

efficacy of biological treatment. In one striking document, EPA redacted nearly 

everything of value as CBI regarding these issues. 81 The document suggested there 

are difficulties or, at the very least, important variables affecting the system's 

capabilities:82 

78 Index.2920. 7-4-7-13 (EPA's description of chemical precipitation and biological 
treatment technologies). 

79 See, e.g., Index.9123.21-23. 
80 See Original Brief oflndustry Petitioners at 38-39. 
81 Index.11999. 
82 Id. at 1-2 (all redactions in original). 
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• "GE reports [Redacted]. While GE has [Redacted]. GE is [Redacted] to 
control oxidants and ORP." 

• "GE reports that thus far, any issues related to high oxidants or 
[Redacted]. GE believes these issues with [Redacted]." 

• "The ABMet™ system can process wastewater with [Redacted] nitrate 
concentrations. [Redacted] with a membrane bioreactor (MBR) or stirred 
tank system with MBR to [Redacted] prior to treatment with the 
ABMet™ system. Alternatively, the ABMet™ system can be designed 
to [Redacted]." 

• "EPA inquired about any existing biological treatment systems having 
operational issues. GE reported [Redacted]." 

• "GE indicated [Redacted]." 

• "EPA inquired about the mechanism used to remove selenium from the 
backwash stream. GE noted that [Redacted]." 

Given these extreme redactions, EPA's analysis was not transparent, and its 

conclusions are not reproducible. 

D. EPA has Not Documented Any "Especially Rigorous Robustness 
Checks" on Information Supplied by Third-Party Vendors With a 
Financial Stake in the Rule 

As a general matter, EPA's duty to perform "robustness checks" is 

heightened when it relies on the expertise of third parties with a financial stake in 

the Agency's action. According to both the OMB Data Quality Guidelines and the 

EPA Data Quality Guidelines, a fundamental criterion for the "quality" of 

information is whether the information is "unbiased. "83 If EPA chooses to rely on 

83 OMB Data Quality Guidelines at 8459; EPA Data Quality Guidelines at 15. 
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self-interested outside vendors, the record must establish that the Agency critically 

analyzed the vendors' information due to the risk of bias. "An agency may not ... 

reflexively rubber stamp information prepared by others. "84 

Here, EPA solicited information about the cost and performance of treatment 

technologies from the very vendors that would benefit financially from EPA's 

designation of their technologies as BAT. Because EPA's verification of vendor-

supplied information is not available anywhere in the record, EPA did not satisfy 

its obligation to establish reasonable reliance on that information. 

E. EPA's Lack of Transparency Is Evident in Its Responses to Public 
Comments That Cite Information Withheld from the Public 
Record 

It is axiomatic that responses to public comments should advance the 

regulatory goals of transparency and reproducibility. Yet, for the ELG Rule, 

EPA's responses to comments demonstrate its failure to meet these goals. In its 

responses to comments, EPA referenced documents withheld, in whole or part, 

nearly 300 times under the pretext of CBI.85 At least 53 of those references were to 

sections removed from the Final ICPR, which contains EPA's analysis of costs 

associated with the various technologies EPA considered and ultimately selected as 

BAT- 5 times to Section 5 (General Methodology, Terminology, and Common 

84 Coliseum Square Ass 'n, Inc. v. Jackson, 465 F.3d 215, 236 (5th Cir. 2006), cert. 
denied, 552 U.S. 810 (2007) (internal quotation omitted). 

85 EPA cited documents entirely withheld 165 times and partially withheld 112 times. 
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Cost Elements), 30 times to Section 6 (FGD Wastewater Cost Methodology), 4 

times to Section 7 (Fly Ash Transport Water Cost Methodology), and 14 times to 

Section 8 (Bottom Ash Transport Water Cost Methodology). Many of the 

"responses" corresponded to a public comment about an issue EPA is statutorily 

required to consider.86 Thus, they were of central significance to the Final Rule. 

Without the underlying documents referenced by EPA in its responses, the 

"responses" are reduced to summary conclusions. The responses cannot be 

reproduced or fully reviewed and, therefore, are inadequate. Referring 

commenters to unavailable CBI is effectively no response at all. 

Beyond the policies of the Executive Orders, EPA has a legal duty to 

respond to public comments. 87 EPA has failed to satisfy either the regulatory 

policies expressed in the Executive Orders or the bare legal minimum required by 

the AP A. Therefore, the Rule should be re-opened. 

II. EPA Did Not Demonstrate That Biological Treatment is Technologically 
"Available" 

A fundamental premise of "good science" and the regulatory reform agenda 

is that agencies must base regulations on adequate data. Although EPA sampled 

FGDW at several plants during development of the Rule, the resulting data do not 

86 For several pertinent examples pertaining to the statutory factors of cost, technical 
achievability, and facility age, see Original Brief oflndustry Petitioners at 46-51. 

87 PPG Indus., Inc. v. Castle, 630 F.2d 462,466 (6th Cir. 1980). See 5 U.S.C. § 553(c) 
(2015); Nat'l Wildlife Fed'n v. Castle, 629 F.2d 118, 134-35 (D.C. Cir. 1980). 
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capture the full range of FGDW variability across the broader industry as well as 

within a single facility throughout the year. As industry members emphasized in 

their comments on the proposed rule, FGDW quality is dependent on numerous 

factors. Those factors include coal quality, cycles of concentration in the FGD 

scrubber that impact chloride and other dissolved solids concentrations, residence 

time within the scrubber, and chloride and magnesium levels in the various 

reagents (e.g., limestone) used in the scrubber to remove sulfur dioxide from the 

flue gas. In addition to the variability of FGD wastewater, industry has noted other 

factors that can affect the performance of biological treatment systems, specifically 

the FGDW chemistry, including the oxidation-reduction potential, nitrate 

concentration, and the various forms of selenium, some of which may be less 

efficiently captured in biological treatment. Other factors include cycling on and 

off of coal units, which can interfere with a continuous, steady FGD wastewater 

feed to the system, and temperature swings, which can inhibit the biological 

reaction rate. All of these factors can contribute to FGD wastewater variability 

whether the fuel is bituminous, sub bituminous or lignite coal, or a blend of coals. 

As just one example of this variability, the following sections focus on the 

differences between FGDW from bituminous and sub bituminous plants and how 

those differences impact system performance. While EPA collected wastewater 

samples at a sub bituminous plant, the plant did not have a biological treatment 
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system. In fact, not one of the subbituminous- or lignite-burning coal plants in 

EPA's database had biological treatment as part of its FGDW system. 88 Nor were 

any pilot test data for biological treatment available in the record for such facilities. 

Therefore, when promulgating the Rule, the Agency did not demonstrate- and 

could not demonstrate - the feasibility of biological treatment for 16-2 5% of all 

plants (i.e., those burning subbituminous or lignite coal) subject to the new FGD 

limits. 89 This was arbitrary, relied on an analysis that is not reproducible, and 

should be reconsidered. 

Additionally, a new pilot study investigating biological treatment at a 

sub bituminous-burning plant appears likely to demonstrate that the plant cannot 

meet the FGD W limits using the technology EPA established as BAT. UW AG is 

confident that these new data will confirm what industry has been saying all along: 

FGDW from plants burning sub bituminous coal is different from that of plants 

burning bituminous coal, and the limits the Rule established for FGDW are 

88 The Rule's analytical database includes some data from Hatfield's Ferry, a plant that at 
the time burned a blend of PRB and Eastern bituminous coal. However, that plant did not have a 
biological treatment system for its FGD wastewater. See Index.1653.1.3-5. It also includes data 
from We Energies' Pleasant Prairie Plant which burns PRB coal but which also did not have 
biological treatment. See Index.9778.206. 

89 EPA based its estimates of plants burning sub bituminous and lignite coals on EPA 
survey data. The survey collected information through 2009. But at the final rule stage, EPA 
asserted that, after accounting for "announced retirements," there were no lignite-burning plants 
discharging FGD wastewater. Index.10078.3-525. However, industry comments demonstrate 
that several lignite-burning plants are authorized to discharge FGD wastewater. See 
Index.9753.5. 
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therefore not appropriate. The limits also are not appropriate because plants 

burning bituminous coal can experience extreme FGDW variability due to a range 

of factors. EPA should grant this Petition and reconsider these limits based on 

appropriate and sufficient data that are broad enough to encompass the full range 

of coal-fired operations. 

A. Differences Among Coal Types Have Significant Implications for 
the Performance and Cost of Biological Treatment 

According to EPA, out of 100 plants identified as discharging FGDW in 

2009, 15 to 20 plants burn subbituminous coal and 1 to 5 burn lignite. 90 This is 

important because coals vary greatly not only in their price,91 availability, and 

heating value, but also in the air emissions they produce when burned,92 the 

applicability and performance of air emissions control technologies,93 and the 

characteristics of wastewater resulting from use of those air emissions control 

90 Index.12840.6-5(Table 6-2). EPA also identified 10-15 plants that bum two or more 
coal types. Id. Whether those plants can meet the limits is also in question. 

91 See, e.g., Index.12372.215 (listing coal prices by types- bituminous, subbituminous, 
lignite, and anthracite- for selected years from 1949-2011). 

92 Different coals contain differing amounts and combinations of pollutants, including 
sulfur, hydrogen chloride, and mercury, which are important factors for designing and operating 
air emission technologies and managing the resulting wastewaters. See Index.123 77.9-12. 

93 EPA has acknowledged differences between electric generating units based on coal 
types in other rulemakings. In the Mercury and Air Toxics Rule, EPA set different hazardous air 
pollutant emission standards based on coal ranks. 79 Fed. Reg. 24,073, 24,088 (Apr. 24, 2013). 
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technologies.94 None of these facts is disputable. They apply with equal force to 

plants burning bituminous coal. 

Nor can there be any dispute that steam electric units are typically designed 

to handle a certain coal type or types. A unit designed to burn a sub bituminous 

coal such as PRB coal cannot simply switch to burning bituminous coal. Before 

any fuel switch, the facility operator would need to consider air pollution controls 

and permit limitations and operational changes necessary to accommodate the 

switch. The same is true for lignite plants. Therefore, fuel switching is not the 

remedy to issues arising from burning a certain variety of coal. 

B. The Rule Arbitrarily Ignored the Differences Between FGD 
Wastewater from Sub bituminous Coal and FGD Wastewater 
from Bituminous Coal 

The Rule was based on several mistaken assumptions. Among them, EPA 

wrongly assumed that sub bituminous-burning plants can achieve FGD limits 

derived using data for plants burning bituminous coals (and limited data at that) 

because biological treatment systems provide "a mechanism to reduce selenium 

and nitrate/[ nitrite]" and because the selenium and nitrate/nitrite present in FGDW, 

whether derived from bituminous or subbituminous coal, "is not different."95 The 

record refutes this flawed conclusion. The effectiveness and cost of wastewater 

94 Index.47.4-17 (noting pollutant concentrations in FGD scrubber purge vary due to, 
among other factors, "air pollution control systems operated upstream of the FGD system."). 

95 Index. I 0080.5-450-5-451. 
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treatment systems depend on the full pollutant "matrix"- that is, the specific 

mixture of pollutants as well as their individual characteristics- of the wastewater 

being treated. 

The record demonstrates that FGDW from subbituminous-burningplants is 

substantially different from FGDW from bituminous-burning plants. The table 

below summarizes four-day average EPA data for FGDW exiting the chemical 

precipitation portions of the FGDW treatment systems at Allen and Belews Creek 

Stations, which burn Eastern bituminous coal, and at Pleasant Prairie Power Plant, 

which burns PRB coal.96 The table compares dissolved fractions of constituents 

after the chemical precipitation system at all three facilities.97 

For nitrates, the dissolved fraction of Pleasant Prairie's chemical 

precipitation effluent is more than 8 times the values for both Allen and Belews 

Creek. For selenium, Pleasant Prairie's effluent is about 23 times that of Allen and 

almost twice the Belews Creek value.98 

96 At Belews Creek and Allen, this is a midpoint sample in the wastewater treatment 
system (chemical precipitation effluent), prior to biological treatment. But at Pleasant Prairie, 
the sampling point representing chemical precipitation effluent is the end of the FGDW 
treatment system since it has no biological treatment. Allen and Belews Creek use both chemical 
precipitation and biological treatment to treat their FGDW (Index.1992.2-2; Index.1954.2-3), 
while Pleasant Prairie uses a chemical precipitation system (Index.1966.2-3). 

97 See Index.1992.4-7-4-10(Table 4-2); Index.1954.4-16-4-18(Tables 4-4,4-5); 
Index.1966.4-12-4-14(Tables 4-3,4-4). 

98 The record contains additional documentation of the substantial differences in FGD 
wastewater influent between bituminous and sub bituminous plants. See, e.g .. EPRI, Pilot-Scale 
and Full-Scale Evaluation of Treatment Technologies for the Removal of Mercury and Selenium 
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Comparison of 4-Day Average FGDW Treatment After Chemical 
Precipitation at Allen, Belews Creek, and Pleasant Prairie99 

4-Day Average 4-Day Average 
4-Day Average 

Dissolved Dissolved Dissolved 
Effluent, 

Analyte Unit Effluent, Effluent, 
Pleasant 

Allen Belews Creek 
Prairie 

(E. Bituminous) (E. Bituminous) 
(PRB) 

Aluminum NQ ND NQ 

150,000 9,930 
1,750,000 3,490,000 639,000 

3,300 7,780 1,950 
396,000 3,560,000 

393 10,800 

48,900 518,000 

In addition to the pollutants EPA chose to regulate, the values for many 

pollutants that EPA chose not to regulate- but which may affect the efficiency or 

in Flue Gas Desulphurization Water, Index.12102.3-4,3-5,3-8,3-23 (showing much higher 
selenium and nitrate levels for the subbituminous plant). 

99 Index.1992.4-7-4-1 0; Index.1954.4-16-4-18; Index.1966.4-12-4-14. 
100 "NQ" means the analyte was measured above the detection limit but below the 

quantitation limit for all four sampling days. "ND" means the analyte was below the detection 
limit and could not be quantified. 
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proper operation of the treatment system- are also quite different. For instance, 

the 4-day average sulfate level in the Pleasant Prairie influent is more than 11 

times that of Allen or Belews Creek. Sulfate levels can affect the operation of the 

system by causing calcium sulfate scaling, in which mineral deposits build up 

inside the treatment system's piping and equipment.101 At Pleasant Prairie, even 

with lime addition as a pretreatment step, the remaining high sulfate levels 

necessitate weekly cleaning of the secondary clarifier. 102 Without this regular 

cleaning, "excessive scale would build up and affect the performance of the 

clarifier." 103 This scaling issue is likely to impact both the denitrification system 104 

EPA added to the model technology treatment chain and the biological treatment 

system meant to target nitrate/nitrite and selenium removal. 

The presence of high TDS also can complicate treatment ofFGDW. Within 

the biological treatment system, high TDS may interfere with attachment sites for 

bacteria, lessening the effectiveness of treatment. 105 As indicated in the table 

101 Index.12102.4-3. 
102 Index.11876 (response to Question 19). 

1o3 Id. 

104 EPA has not demonstrated the use of a denitrification system as part of FGD 
wastewater treatment at any plant burning subbituminous coal, even though it accounted for 
denitrification costs at Pleasant Prairie and Hatfield's Ferry (which bums a blend of 
subbituminous and bituminous coals). Index.12264.Worksheet-List of Plants. Nonetheless, 
EPA simply assumes the additional technology will not be subject to operational issues such as 
scaling. 

105 EPRI, Index.121 02.4-4. 
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above, EPA's 4-day average for Pleasant Prairie demonstrates a TDS level that is 

about 3 times that of Allen and also higher than Belews Creek. Data in the record 

show that TDS levels can be as high as 50,000 mg/1, 106 which is approximately 6 

times the Allen 4-day average and almost 2.5 times the Belews Creek average. 

EPA tries to negate the TDS issue by pointing to a pilot study at Petersburg Station 

in which TDS "ranged as high as 27,000 mg/L. "107 But Petersburg burns 

bituminous coal, so its results are irrelevant for sub bituminous- and lignite-burning 

plants. Moreover, since FGDW influent can contain TDS at levels almost double 

the amount documented at Petersburg,108 the pilot study fails to demonstrate that 

biological treatment systems can handle high TDS levels from sub bituminous fuels 

equally as well as TDS levels from bituminous fuels. 

Notably, the table also demonstrates substantial variability between 

bituminous-burning plants. In particular, the selenium, mercury, and TDS values 

for Allen and Belews Creek are very different. A review of additional bituminous 

plants would likely reveal even greater variability. 

Without data, it is not reasonable to assume- as EPA did - that biological 

treatment systems will work for all types ofFGDW. The feasibility of biological 

106 Index.126.2-3. 
107 Index. I 0080.5-365 (citation omitted). 
108 Index.126.2-3. 
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treatment for sub bituminous-, lignite-, and bituminious -burning plants must be 

demonstrated through actual data that are representative of system variability. 

Reconsideration will allow just that. 

C. Including Old Pleasant Prairie Data Did Not Remedy the Lack of 
Biological Treatment Data for Sub bituminous Plants 

Industry members commented extensively on the viability of biological 

treatment systems for subbituminous-burningplants. We Energies, the owner of 

Pleasant Prairie, commented that "nothing in the rulemaking record demonstrates 

that facilities burning sub bituminous coal can meet the proposed selenium and 

nitrate/nitrite limitations. "1 09 The company urged EPA to "recalculate effluent 

limitations for FGD wastewater using a more robust set of data that represents the 

variability of FGD wastewater across the industry" and to include data from at 

least one plant burning solely sub bituminous coals. 110 

In response, EPA explained that, between the proposed and final rules, it 

decided to use Pleasant Prairie data: 111 

By including Pleasant Prairie in the dataset, the effluent limitations 
are based on data that include plants burning bituminous coal, 
subbituminous coal, and blends of bituminous and subbituminous 
coals. The record demonstrates that the chemical precipitation plus 
biological treatment BAT basis is effective at removing the pollutants 
present in FGD wastewater regardless of the type of coal that is 

109 Index.8923.3. 
110 Id.; see also Index.9778.116 (UWAG). 
111 Index. I 0084.9-368. 
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burned, and in particular those pollutants for which EPA is 
establishing effluent limitations. See, e.g., the pollutant removal 
performance for arsenic and mercury. 

EPA's response was misleading. Those Pleasant Prairie data were relevant 

only to the mercury and arsenic limits, which are based on chemical precipitation. 

The facility did not have biological treatment. The performance of Pleasant 

Prairie's chemical precipitation system as to arsenic and mercury was irrelevant to 

the performance of the biological treatment portion of the technology. Thus, EPA 

was wrong that "[t]he record demonstrates that the chemical precipitation plus 

biological treatment BAT basis is effective at removing the pollutants present in 

FGD wastewater regardless of the type of coal that is burned."112 

EPA further misled by claiming: "The data in the record also shows that the 

biological treatment technology is effective at removing nitrate-nitrite and the 

different forms of selenium present in FGD wastewater; that is proven true for 

every type of coal that has been tested with the technology." 113 Note EPA's 

qualified language: biological treatment is effective for "every type of coal that 

has been tested with the technology." That is the point. As of the final ELG Rule, 

subbituminous and lignite coal had not been tested with the technology, and thus 

112 Contrary to EPA's assertion, it also has not demonstrated that plants burning a blend 
of bituminous and subbituminous coals can meet the selenium and nitrate/nitrite limits. The only 
plant burning a blend of coals during EPA's sampling was Hatfield's Ferry, which had no 
biological treatment system. 

113 Id. (emphasis added). 
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the technology is not demonstrated for those coal types. To set limits without 

appropriate supporting data was arbitrary and capricious and should be 

"d d 114 recons1 ere . 

D. EPA's Theorizing About the Efficacy of Biological Treatment Did 
Not Satisfy its Obligation to Base Limits on Demonstrated 
Performance 

Lacking data, EPA nonetheless declared there is no "theoretical reason" why 

biological treatment would not be effective at plants burning sub bituminous 

coal. 115 It based its "theoretical" judgment on two specious arguments. 

First, EPA said that "[t]here is nothing unique about the form of selenium or 

nitrate-nitrite that is present in FGD wastewater at plants burning sub bituminous 

(or any other type of coal) .... " 116 This statement misses the point. Although the 

specific types of selenium and nitrate/nitrite in FGDW may generally be the same 

across coal types, the differences between FGD wastewater from bituminous coals 

and that from sub bituminous coals can be significant. 117 As shown by EPA's own 

114 See Chemical Mfrs. Ass'n v. EPA, 885 F.2d 253,265 (5th Cir. 1989), cert. denied sub 
nom. PPG Indus. v. EPA, 495 U.S. 910 (1990) (EPA failed to demonstrate a "reasonable basis 
for its conclusion" where it tried to use data from end-of-pipe biological treatment systems to 
justify in-plant biological treatment systems). 

115 Index.1 0084.9-368. 

116 Id. 

117 And as already noted, EPA failed to capture the variability ofFGDW across the 
industry. Even two plants burning bituminous coal can have very different FGDW 
characteristics due to differences in coal constituents or differences in operational conditions, 
such as cycles of concentration within the scrubbers. 
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data for the Allen, Belews Creek, and Pleasant Prairie plants, the wastewaters 

differ in material ways. 

Nonetheless, EPA simply asserted that "the characteristics of wastewater 

from subbituminous plants (as evidenced by the data for Pleasant Prairie ... ) are 

similar to the characteristics of wastewater from plants burning bituminous coal 

(i.e., ... Belews Creek ... )." 118 It is simply not true that all concentrations and 

characteristics of FGDW from sub bituminous plants are similar to those for 

bituminous plants. 119 But even if they were "similar," comparing pollutant 

concentrations is not sufficient for demonstrating that biological treatment is 

feasible and available for subbituminous and lignite plants. 120 

Second, the Agency claimed it considered and ruled out whether other 

pollutants or wastewater characteristics unique to sub bituminous coal would 

118 Id. 

119 See supra at 54-58. 
120 At the proposed rule stage, EPA did not include data from Pleasant Prairie, the only 

sub bituminous-burning plant it sampled. EPA, Technical Development Document for the 
Proposed Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power 
Generating Point Source Category, EPA-821-R-13-002 (Apr. 2013), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-
2257 at 10-6. But for the Final Rule, EPA included mercury and arsenic data from Pleasant 
Prairie in the dataset used to derive the FGD limits. Analytical Database for the Steam Electric 
Rulemaking, EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5640. As a result of including the Pleasant Prairie data, 
the mercury daily maximum limit rose from 242 to 788 nanograms per liter, and the mercury 
monthly average rose from 119 to 356 nanograms per liter. Both arsenic limits also increased. 
The magnitude of the mercury changes are very significant, and indicate that including data from 
subbituminous-buming plants is essential to deriving appropriate limits. 

44 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00050 



potentially interfere with biological treatment. 121 With this statement, EPA waved 

away possible operational difficulties from scaling (as can be caused by high 

sulfate levels) or from high TDS (which can potentially impact biological 

treatment performance). Yet, these problems occur at facilities burning 

sub bituminous coals, and EPA's justification was patently inadequate. 

It is telling that, when promulgating the Rule, EPA urged all plants to 

perform site-specific pilot studies before installing FGDW equipment. 122 These 

studies are necessary, according to EPA, to assess wastewater characteristics and 

determine the most appropriate technologies and their design (e.g., sufficient 

capacity and residence time) to handle the variability of the particular FGD 

wastewater. 123 EPA specified that the studies should be conducted "over a long 

enough period of time that will include variability in plant operations such as 

shutdowns, fuel switches (preferably for all fuel types burned at the plant), 

variability in electricity generating loads, periods with high [oxidation reduction 

potential], etc." 124 EPA recommended that a plant "identify the 'worst case' 

scenario and design a sufficient FGDW treatment system that can operate under 

121 Index.1 0084.9-368. 
122 Index.12006.14-16. 

123 Id. 

124 Id. at 15-16. 
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the worst case conditions and achieve the effluent limits. "125 Many of EPA's 

recommendations would significantly increase the complexity and cost ofFGDW 

treatment. 

EPA's own recommendations, and the reasoning underlying them, flatly 

contradict EPA's assertion that variability among FGD waste streams among 

plants, and over time at a given plant, has no effect on the achievability of the 

limits or the cost of technology. Indeed, pilot studies are necessary because of the 

unpredictable variability of FGD W. 126 EPA was acknowledging the uniqueness of 

each FGDW at each given plant. This acknowledgement demonstrates that the 

Rule could not have taken into account all of the site-specific technologies needed 

to achieve the final effluent limits for FGD wastewater, including technologies 

needed at sub bituminous-burning plants as well as at bituminous-burning plants. 

And, without a full consideration of site-specific design factors, EPA could not 

have properly derived costs for FGD compliance at all facilities. 127 

125 Index.12006.16. 
126 GE, a vendor of biological treatment systems, acknowledges the "extreme variability 

in effluent quality [i.e., FGD wastewater influent to the treatment system] due to the variety of 
coal sources, limestone sources, and scrubber operation .... " J. Sonstegard, et al., ABMet: 
Setting the Standard for Selenium Removal, Index.250.2 (emphasis added). 

127 The same is true for derivation of costs for indirect dischargers attempting to meet the 
FGD limits. Several small public power facilities face daunting costs to comply with the 
mandated mercury, arsenic, selenium, and nitrates limits. 
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In responses to comments on the Rule, EPA also retorted that commenters 

had not provided data to prove sub bituminous- or lignite-burning plants would be 

unable to meet the effluent limitations.128 This, of course, turned EPA's regulatory 

obligation on its head. Since no sub bituminous- or lignite-burning plants had 

installed the biological treatment system that EPA claimed is BAT, it would have 

been difficult indeed to produce such data. But that is beside the point. The 

burden is not on industry to prove why it should not be regulated. The burden is 

on EPA to justify regulation. Here, by statute, EPA was obliged to establish that 

the BAT technology is technologically "available" for the whole industrial 

category, including bituminous-, subbituminous-, and lignite-burning plants. 

EPA also contended there is no evidence of possible interferences with 

biological treatment stemming from FGDW derived from sub bituminous coal. 129 

But that is a theoretical judgment unsupported by any performance data. It 

asserted that a "well operated" PRE-burning plant should have no issues meeting 

the limits. 130 Again, that is all theory, unsupported by any credible analysis. 

With as much as 25% of the coal fleet dependent upon sub bituminous or 

lignite coals, EPA's speculation is no small matter. EPA's database does not 

128 Index.1 0080.5-166, .1 0078.3-525. 
129 Index.1 0084.9-368. 
130 Index.1 0080.5-148. If, in the absence of data, it is sufficient merely to say that a "well 

operated" plant should be able to meet a limit, then EPA could justify any conceivable limit. 
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reflect the true variability ofFGDW. Selecting model technologies and setting 

limits on an incomplete database is not consistent with the regulatory reform 

agenda. The large range of FGDW variability affects all plants no matter their coal 

type. 

Rule. 

For these reasons, EPA should reconsider the FGDW limits in the Final 

E. New Data Are Likely to Demonstrate that Plants Burning 
Subbituminous and Bituminous Coal Cannot Comply With The 
Rule's Limits Through Use of EPA's Model Technology 

After EPA published the Final Rule, EPRI initiated a pilot study of the 

Rule's model biological treatment technology at Pleasant Prairie, a plant burning 

100% sub bituminous PRB coal. The results of that pilot study are yet to be 

released, but UW AG believes they will support what industry has reiterated: 

(1) treating FGDW from plants burning sub bituminous coal will be substantially 

more difficult than treating FGDW from plants burning bituminous coal; and 

(2) the model biological treatment technology for FGDW treatment is not 

demonstrated for use with FGDW from sub bituminous plants. EPRI is likely to 

publish the final report within the next few weeks. 

Also, new data collected by AEP illustrates that variability in wastewater 

management can also impact performance at bituminous plants such that additional 

technologies beyond EPA's model technology will be needed to achieve the limits. 

48 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00054 



If these new data are indeed contrary to EPA's assumption that biological 

treatment systems will function equally as well no matter the type of coal being 

burned, then they will further demonstrate why EPA must reconsider the limits for 

FGD wastewater. 

III. EPA Violated Principles of Data Quality and Transparency in 
Characterizing Bottom Ash Transport Water 

The Final Rule imposed a zero discharge requirement for BATW. 131 Every 

plant currently discharging any BA TW (aside from oil-fired units and units less 

than 50 megawatts) must convert its systems to prevent any BA TW discharge 

whatsoever. 132 This single requirement exacts a very heavy price. According to 

EPA, 103 plants must retrofit their BATW systems as a result of the Rule, at a total 

industry capital cost of over $2.5 billion and annual operations and maintenance 

costs of $133 million (20 1 0$). 133 Based on anecdotal reports, UW AG is confident 

EPA's cost estimate is a gross underestimate. However, the public cannot evaluate 

131 40 C.F.R. § 423.13(k)(l)(i). 
132 The Rule provides two limited exemptions for discharges ofBATW. First, plants can 

discharge "low volume, short duration" discharges from minor leaks or minor maintenance 
events. 40 C.F.R. § 423.11(p ). Second, plants can discharge BATW if it is reused as makeup 
water in the FGD scrubber and thus subject to the FGD wastewater discharge limits. 40 C.F.R. 
§ 423.13(k)(l)(i). 

133 TDD at Table 9-10, 9-45. 
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the estimate because EPA's estimates of plant-specific costs are not available for 

bl. . 134 pu 1c review. 

EPA should have carefully selected the data used to justify this level of 

impact. But that was not the case. EPA's BATW data suffers from a plethora of 

data quality issues, all of which affect EPA's analyses. The following types of 

flaws infect the BA TW data: ( 1) inconsistencies with EPA's own data acceptance 

criteria; (2) errors in units of measure; (3) use of unacceptable or obsolete 

analytical methods; and ( 4) application of overly conservative methodologies 

addressing non-detect analytical results. For example, EPA's analytical database 

uses the wrong units of measure for a mercury datapoint at the Kammer plant. The 

units should be nanograms per liter (parts per trillion) rather than micrograms per 

liter (parts per billion). 135 In addition, EPA used detection limits from older 

analytical methods to estimate pollutant concentrations even though the laboratory 

reported the pollutants were not detected in the samples. These unacceptable 

practices resulted in an overestimation of pollutant loadings for BATW. These 

sorts of errors justify reconsideration. 

134 See EPA's Final ICPR. The portions of that document containing plant-specific costs 
(EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6472.ATT1, ATT2) have been redacted from the record in their 
entirety. 

135 Analytical Database for the Steam Electric Rulemaking, EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-
5640. 
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Additionally, EPA chose to include 27 samples of 40-year-old data from 

unidentified sources as part of its BA TW dataset. Because the sources of the data 

are neither identified nor described with relevant detail, the public cannot 

determine critical facts that go to the legitimacy of the data. For instance, EPA did 

not address whether the plants that supplied the data are still operating, whether the 

ash ponds sampled are still discharging, or whether the materials contained in the 

particular ash ponds are the same as when sampling occurred. It is impossible for 

the public to determine the ash pond management practices that would apply to the 

data or to determine whether, since the data were gathered, practices have changed. 

In short, there is no way for the public to determine whether the data are 

representative of current industry discharges. This lack of transparency is contrary 

to the goals of regulatory reform and the Office of Management and Budget's and 

EPA's own rules on the validity of data. 136 

The quality of the data was also dubious. EPA failed to provide any quality 

control/quality assurance information for the 27 samples. Moreover, EPA did not 

disclose either the laboratory methods used to analyze the samples or the actual 

laboratory reports to substantiate the data. Instead, the 40-year old values are 

136 See Exec. Order 13777, 82 Fed. Reg. at 12,286 (Mar. 1, 2017) (requiring evaluation of 
rules relying in whole or part on "data, information, or methods that are not publicly available or 
that are insufficiently transparent to meet the standard for reproducibility"). 
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simply copied out of an outdated EPA report- itself more than 30 years old- with 

no proper supporting documentation. 

Also, EPA used the poor quality BA TW characterization data as a basis for 

several important purposes, including calculating a cost-effectiveness ratio. Since 

the underlying BA TW characterization data was poor quality, the cost-

effectiveness analysis is flawed. An agency has an obligation to base its analysis 

on acceptable data. In this case, EPA did not do so. 

In the 21st century, data unsupported by routine quality control/quality 

assurance checks and proper documentation are not considered reliable data, and 

they should not be used to compel expenditures of $2.5 billion or more. 

Reconsideration of the BATW limits is appropriate. 

The following sections explain how EPA selected BATW characterization 

data and why the data are critical to EPA's BA TW decisions. 

A. EPA Failed to Gather Current BATW Data 

Despite site visits to 68 steam electric plants prior to the proposed ELG 

rule, 137 EPA collected only one sample ofBATW. 138 EPA obtained this sample in 

2007, almost 2 years before it decided to revise the steam electric ELGs. The lack 

of additional BATW samples during the course of the rulemaking was a curious 

137 78 Fed. Reg. at 34,444. 
138 EPA sampled BATW at the Homer City Power Plant in August 2007. Final Detailed 

Study at 2-10. 
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omission that did not go unnoticed. Industry urged EPA to gather more BA TW 

samples, but EPA never did so. 

B. EPA Relied on Old Data from Unidentified Sources 

The 1973-1976 data EPA used as part of its BATW dataset derive from 27 

samples collected at three unidentified Tennessee Valley Authority plants. EPA 

first presented these data ("old TDD data") in 1980 as part of the proposed 

Development Document for the steam electric point source category .139 EPA then 

incorporated them into Appendix A of the final 1982 Development Document. 140 

In a memorandum describing its 2015 review of data for ash transport water, EPA 

noted that the 1982 Appendix A plants are "unidentified."141 Incredibly, EPA 

decided to use the data even though it did not match the data with an individual 

plant or discharge point, and even though it has other sources of data, such as 

current data supplied by industry. 142 

139 EPA, Development Document for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for 
the Steam Electric Point Source Category (Sept. 1980), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5450-Att21 at 
514-27' 552-56. 

140 EPA, Development Document for Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines, New Source 
Performance Standards, and Pretreatment Standards for the Steam Electric Point Source 
Category (Nov. 1982), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-2186, Appendix A at 571-84, 609-13. 

141 ERG, Ash Transport Water Analytical Data Review Methodology Memorandum (Sept. 
30, 2015), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6349 at 15. 

142 This use of data from unidentified plants is distinct from EPA's general practice of 
"anonymizing" data used in ELG rulemakings to protect CBI. When EPA uses codes instead of 
plant names and other identifYing information to protect CBI, it nonetheless has identified for 
itself the plants supplying the data, and therefore the Agency has the means to satisfY itself that 
the data are representative. In this case, EPA admits that the plants are "unidentified." 
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In addition to the old TDD data, EPA's BATW analytical database uses 

more current industry-generated data and EPA's single 2007 sample. However, 

the old TDD data is a significant and influential component of the database, 

comprising approximately 28% of all the parameter data points used by EPA to 

characterize BATW for the Rule. 143 

C. Use of Data from Unidentified Sources Prevents Proper Data 
Evaluation 

Without being able to tie the old TDD data to specific plants, one cannot 

properly evaluate whether the data are representative because key plant 

characteristics are unknown. EPA itself acknowledged several operating 

procedures that can affect BA TW characteristics, including: 

• adding chemicals to ash ponds to control pH; 

• injecting carbon dioxide into the pond to reduce alkalinity; 

• adding polymers to the pond to enhance settling; and 

• adding acidic waste streams to the pond, which can increase the metals 
. . h ffl 144 concentratiOn m t e e uent. 

Without knowing the plants' identities, it is impossible to tell whether the plants 

used any of these methods during the sampling period or whether the plants now 

employ these methods. 

143 EPA used a total of2,252 data points to characterize BATW loadings. Of that 
amount, it derived 632 data points from the old TDD data. EPA, Analytical Database for Steam 
Electric Rulemaking, EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-5640. 

144 Final Detailed Study at 5-13, 5-15. 
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In sum, there is no way for EPA or the public to know if the data are 

representative of current industry discharges. EPA admitted that "[t]he processes 

employed and pollutants discharged by the industry look very different today than 

they did in 1982."145 We agree. The processes employed to manage ash ponds-

and the ash ponds themselves- have changed since the 1970s, when the old TDD 

data were collected. The Rule must be reconsidered to use more recent, reliable 

data in setting BA TW limits. 

D. The Old TDD Data Are Not Representative Because New 
Regulations Took Effect in 1974 and 1982 

Changing regulations dramatically changed how the industry handled 

BATW over the years. Old data are therefore not representative of current BATW. 

The old TDD data, as already noted, were collected and analyzed in 1973-1976. 

The first steam electric ELGs became effective on November 7, 1974. 146 That rule 

stayed in effect until EPA revised the steam electric ELGs in 1982. 147 

Since 16 out of the 27 "old TDD data" samples were collected prior to 

November 7, 1974,148 those samples do not reflect either the 1974 ELG rule or the 

1982 revisions. Under the 1974 rule, existing facilities had to recycle BATW 12.5 

145 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,840. 
146 39 Fed. Reg. 36,186, 36,198 (Oct. 8, 1974). 
147 47 Fed. Reg. 52,290 (Nov. 19, 1982). 
148 EPA lists the dates of the samples on Tables A-2, A-4, and A-13 of Appendix A of the 

1982 Development Document, pp. A-5-A8, A-12-A-14, A-43. 

55 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00061 



times before discharging and were subject to numeric total suspended solids (TSS) 

and oil and grease limits. 149 New sources faced stricter requirements; they had to 

recycle BATW 20 times before discharging. 150 The 197 4 regulation also set a pH 

range for all discharges of 6.0-9.0. 151 Because the pH of a pond can affect metal 

concentrations in the discharge, requiring ash ponds to operate within a pH range 

likely changed the discharges from the ponds. For these reasons, the 16 samples 

pre-dating the 197 4 rule cannot be representative of current BA TW discharges 

because they do not reflect current discharge limits. 

The remaining 11 "old TDD data" samples pre-date the 1982 revisions. In 

that revision, EPA deleted the existing and new facility requirements to recycle 

BA TW. That change alone is very significant and would have affected how ponds 

operate. Therefore, whether the old TDD data (both the 16 samples pre-dating the 

1974 rule and the 11 samples pre-dating the 1982 revisions) are representative of 

current industry discharges is unknown. 

E. The BATW Characterization Data Were Integral to EPA's 
Rulemaking Processes 

Despite its many flaws, EPA used the BA TW analytical data for several 

critical rulemaking functions. First, it used the sample analytical data to define 

149 40 C.F.R. § 423.13(d) (1975). 
150 40 C.F.R. § 423.15(d) (1975). 
151 40 C.F.R. § 423.12(b)(1) (1975). 
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"pollutants of concern" or POCs. For BATW, EPA defined POCs as "those 

pollutants that are confirmed to be present at sufficient frequency in untreated 

wastewater samples of that wastestream. "152 EPA identified 3 7 BA TW POCs. 153 

Second, using the defined POCs for the particular waste stream, 154 EPA 

calculated plant-specific loadings for baseline discharges and then totaled them to 

estimate current industry-wide pollutant loadings for the wastestream. 155 After 

calculating the baseline discharge, EPA estimated the amount of pollutants 

removed by the chosen technology option. 156 

Once EPA calculated pollutant pounds removed, it also calculated "toxic 

weighted pounds equivalent" or TWPEs. As EPA explained: 

152 80 Fed. Reg. at 87,647. 
153 TDD, Table 6-16 at 6-25 to 6-26. EPA established several protocols for accepting 

data used to define POCs. For example, (1) samples must be representative of full-scale plant 
operations; (2) for BATW, the sample must comprise at least 75% by volume BATW; and 
(3) source water sample data that are paired with wastewater sample data must be taken within a 
day of the wastewater sample collection date. TDD at 6-17 to 6-18. But Petitioners cannot 
substantiate whether EPA followed its own protocols as to BATW POC data because documents 
detailing EPA's POC evaluation are redacted in their entirety from the record available for public 
review. See Memorandum-Bottom Ash and Fly Ash Transport Water Pollutants of Concern 
(POC) Analysis Methodology (EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6049); Analysis-Source Water Ash 
Treatment Analysis Final (EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6048); and Analysis-Pollutants of Concern 
Ash Treatment Analysis Final (EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6050). 

154 "The industry-level baseline loadings presented in Table 10-14 include only those 
pollutants identified as POCs .... " TDD at 10-34. 

155 EPA lowered the numbers of plants with bottom ash ponds from 115 to 84 to account 
for the effect of the Clean Power Plan. Cf TDD Table 10-14 to Table 10-15 at 10-34-10-36. 
Again, Petitioners cannot substantiate either number because EPA's underlying analysis is not 
part of the record available for public review. And, of course, any change in the CPP Rule will 
affect the number of plants likely to be affected by the ELG Rule. 

156 TDD, Tables 10-16 and 10-17 at 10-37. 
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EPA uses toxic weighting factors (TWFs) to account for 
differences in toxicity across pollutants.... EPA calculated a 
toxic-weighted pound-equivalent (TWPE) value for each 
pollutant discharged to compare mass loadings of different 
pollutants based on their toxicity. To perform this comparison, 
EPA multiplied the mass loadings of pollutant in pounds/year 
by the pollutant-specific TWF to derive a "toxic-equivalent" 
loading (lb equivalent/yr), or TWPE. 157 

Using pounds of pollutant removed and/or TWPE calculations, EPA completed 

several essential elements of its rulemaking analysis: 

1. It compared the pollutant removal efficacy of the technology 
options for BA TW. 

2. It used the baseline loading and estimated pollutant removals as 
a major input to the Environmental Assessment, a 513-page 
document prepared "to evaluate the environmental impact of 
pollutant loadings released under current (i.e., baseline) 
discharge practices and assess the potential environmental 
improvement from pollutant loading removals under the final 
rule." 158 

3. It calculated the cost-effectiveness of the Rule as the cost per 
pound of TWPEs removed, for comparison to the cost
effectiveness of other effluent guidelines rulemakings. 

4. It compared the total estimated costs of the Rule to the total 
estimated benefits (i.e., benefits based on EPA's estimate of the 
pounds of pollutants removed from receiving waterbodies ).159 

157 TDD at 10-3. 
158 EPA, Environmental Assessment for the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 

Standard'ifor the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, EPA-821-R-15-006 
(Sept. 2015), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6427 at 1-1. 

159 See EPA, Benefit and Cost Analysis for the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standardsfor the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, EPA-821-R-15-005 
(Sept. 2015), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5856. 
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Despite their serious flaws, the BA TW characterization data, therefore, were 

critical building blocks for much of the Agency's rulemaking processes. 

F. EPA's Cost-effectiveness Analysis for BATW is Flawed 

EPA's cost-effectiveness analyses illustrate the importance of selecting the 

right BA TW characterization data. The flawed dataset that EPA used for BA TW 

characterization affected EPA's cost-effectiveness analysis by increasing the 

amount of pollutant loadings attributable to BATW. While EPA was quick to note 

that a cost-effectiveness analysis is "not required by the CWA, and not a 

determining factor for establishing BAT," 160 this analysis allowed EPA to compare 

the effectiveness of candidate technologies while factoring in the costs of those 

technologies. Using this metric also allowed EPA to compare the cost-

effectiveness of a portion or the Rule (or the entire Rule) to recently promulgated 

BAT limitations for other industries, which range from less than $1 per TWPE to 

$404 per TWPE. 161 

In the proposed ELG Rule, EPA estimated that a zero discharge approach to 

BATW would cost $107 per TWPE. 162 At the proposed rule stage, UWAG 

160 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,881. 

161 Id. 

162 EPA, Technical Development Document for the Proposed Ejjluent Limitations 
Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, 
EPA-821-R-13-002 (Apri12013), EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-2257 at 8-34; see also 78 Fed. Reg. 
at 34,474 col. 1. 
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challenged EPA's BA TW cost-effectiveness analysis on several grounds, including 

the use of old or otherwise invalid data. 163 When UW AG calculated its own cost-

effectiveness ratio for BATW, using better quality characterization data and more 

realistic capital costs, it ranged from $1,635 to $16,492 per TWPE. 164 Therefore, 

UWAG's estimate for the ELG Rule was 4 to 41 times greater than $404 per 

TWPE, the highest historical BAT cost-effectiveness ratio that EPA had ever used. 

In the Final Rule, EPA adjusted the characterization data it used for BATW 

to eliminate some of the data that UW AG pointed to as old and invalid. But it 

substituted in other old 1970s-1980s data from unidentified plants, as well as 

newer data that in some cases were misinterpreted. Based on the new dataset, EPA 

calculated a new cost-effectiveness ratio for BATW of $314-457 per TWPE, or 

about 3 to 4 times its original estimate. 165 Nonetheless, EPA found that the cost-

effectiveness of the total final rule was in the range of$136-149 per TWPE. 166 

Even after EPA's adjustments for the final rule, the BATW characterization 

dataset is of unacceptable quality, for the many reasons previously noted, which 

resulted in a significant overestimation of pollutant loadings attributed to BATW. 

Having undertaken to consider cost-effectiveness- and having used it as a primary 

163 UWAG Sept. 2013 Comments at 79. 

164 Id. 

165 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,882. 

166 Id. 
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tool across multiple effluent guidelines rules- EPA had an obligation to use 

acceptable data in its analysis. It failed to do so. 

Whether or not the CW A requires EPA to perform a cost-effectiveness 

analysis of BAT determinations, it is good administrative practice to do so. Since 

EPA's cost-effectiveness analysis depends on the quality of the underlying 

pollutant loading data and those data are derived from BA TW characterization 

data, if the characterization data are flawed, then the whole cost effectiveness 

analysis is flawed and should be reconsidered. 

The lack of transparency is reason alone to reevaluate an EPA decision that 

the Agency admits will cost at least $2.5 billion. When coupled with the serious 

concerns about the representativeness and accuracy of the data, it is clear that 

reconsideration is appropriate and that an administrative stay during 

reconsideration is likewise appropriate. 

IV. New Data Also Demonstrate that the Rule's IGCC Limits are 
Technologically Infeasible 

Sufficiency of data is another core requirement for sound regulation.167 For 

IGCC plants, EPA badly missed the mark. The IGCC limits in the Rule were 

based on an insufficient and unrepresentative dataset. Newly available data prove 

167 "Each agency shall base its decisions on the best reasonably obtainable scientific, 
technical, economic, and other information concerning the need for, and consequences of, the 
intended regulation." Executive Order 12866, Regulatory Planning and Review (Sept. 30, 1993), 
58 Fed. Reg. 51,735, 51,736 (Oct. 4, 1993). 
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that industry's concerns about the limits were justified. The new data show that 

the limits for IGCC wastewater cannot reliably be met. Indeed, a brand new, state-

of-the-art IGCC facility cannot meet the limits, even though it employs what EPA 

deemed to be "model" technology. 

The record is clear that EPA relied on incomplete and inappropriate data in 

setting the IGCC limits. The new facility- Duke Energy Indiana's Edwardsport 168 

-uses a two-stage gasification wastewater treatment system. Two-stage treatment 

produces far less wastewater, but that residual wastewater (known as "crystallizer 

effluent") has higher pollutant concentrations than does the wastewater from one-

stage treatment (known as "vapor compression effluent"). Duke commenced 

construction of Edwardsport in 2008, and commercial operations began in June 

2013, the same month in which EPA published the proposed ELG Rule. 

To develop the gasification wastewater limits, EPA gathered gasification 

wastewater characterization data from two other IGCC facilities that had been in 

operation for many years: Wabash River (which used one-stage treatment and 

which has since closed) and Polk (which uses two-stage treatment). Despite 

168 Edwardsport qualifies under the Rule as an "existing facility," not a "new" facility, 
because it commenced construction long before the ELG Rule was proposed, much less 
finalized. 
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having limited data from only two facilities, 169 EPA discarded Polk's crystallizer 

effluent data because the Agency believed Polk's crystallizer was malfunctioning 

at the time of sampling. 170 With that decision, EPA rejected its only crystallizer 

effluent data (i.e., data most likely to be similar to the crystallizer effluent that the 

state-of-the-art Edwardsport plant would generate). Notwithstanding the data 

shortcomings, EPA did not seek to obtain replacement data from Polk. Despite 

comments from industry expressing concern about the lack of sufficient IGCC-

specific data in the record 171 and the numerous technical differences between the 

limited number of IGCC facilities in operation, 172 EPA used only vapor 

compression effluent data from Polk (representing one-stage treatment) to set the 

final limits for arsenic and mercury. 173 

Data from Edwardsport demonstrate that a state-of-the-art plant with two-

stage treatment cannot meet the limits. EPA set gasification wastewater limits for 

arsenic, mercury, selenium, and TDS. The summary table below compares 

169 The dataset collected by EPA included only four daily effluent samples from each 
facility. In Polk's case, there were four daily samples of effluent from the intermediate vapor 
compression step and four samples of final effluent from the crystallizer. 

170 Index.2920.13-20; Index.12840.13-26-13-27. 
171 Index.8684. 78-81 (Duke Energy) (discussing inadequacies of data set for setting 

reliably achievable gasification wastewater limits), Index 9778.289-91 (UW AG) (discussing 
inadequacies of gasification wastewater data set). 

172 Index.8684.77-78; Index.9778.287-89. 
173 The effluent data from Wabash River were also used by EPA in setting ELG limits for 

selenium and TDS. However, it is the ELG limit for mercury that poses Edwardsport's greatest 
compliance challenge. 
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Edwardsport arsenic, mercury, and TDS data from May 2013- October 2015 to the 

ELG limits. 174 

Parameter Edwardsport ELG 
Daily Maximum Daily Maximum 

Arsenic, total ug/L) 15 4 

Mercury, total (ng/L) 12.8 1.8 

Total dissolved 222 38 
solids (TDS) (mg/L) 

a=September 2015 average (highest 30-day average) 
b=October 2015 average (highest 30-day average) 

Edwardsport ELG 
30-day 30-day Average 

Average 
-- --

9.1 a 1.3 

67.2b 22 

Since 2015, Edwardsport gasification wastewater effluent continues to 

exceed the arsenic, mercury, and TDS limits. According to its renewed wastewater 

discharge permit, the new ELG limits will be applicable to Edwardsport in April 

2021. 

Because the existing $120 million gasification wastewater treatment system 

cannot consistently meet the limits, Edwardsport was forced to file a request for a 

fundamentally different factor variance175 and is awaiting a response from EPA 

Region V. Variances from ELG limits are very rarely granted- none thus far have 

been granted under the Rule. If Edwardsport is denied a variance, its options will 

174 The Edwardsport data are based on 27 samples, as documented in Appendix 1 to Duke 
Energy Indiana, LLC's Application for a Fundamentally Different Factor Variance, Edwardsport 
IGCC Station, NPDES Permit IN0002780, submitted to EPA Region V and Indiana Dept. of 
Environmental Management (April27, 2016) ("Duke FDFV Application"), attached as Exhibit 3 
to this Petition. 

175 Duke FDFV Application. 
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be to (1) identify, design, and install one-of-a-kind wastewater treatment 

technologies in the hope of achieving consistent compliance; or (2) stop operating. 

By statute, BAT must be based on "available" technologies. Companies should 

not be forced after an ELG is issued to explore new and untested technologies in 

the hope of meeting the limits. 

This is how a rule based on woefully insufficient data penalizes industry and 

imposes excessive costs on society. Duke - despite its substantial efforts to design, 

construct, and operate a costly state-of-the-art IGCC facility- has been forced into 

an uncertain position as a result of the Rule's unreasonable and unsubstantiated 

limits. Well-developed rules are supported by appropriate data and do not cause 

lingering uncertainties; they allow businesses to make efficient, cost-effective 

decisions. The limits for IGCC facilities are an example of the worst type of 

regulatory outcome: requirements that (1) are technologically infeasible and 

(2) increase costs and exacerbate business stagnation due to uncertainty. 

V. Cumulatively, the ELG Rule and Other Rules Are Having Devastating 
Economic Impacts 

It is undeniable that the convergence of the ELG Rule and other rules 

affecting coal-fired power plants is causing adverse economic impacts. The other 

rules include the CCR rule, the CPP rule, and the CWIS rule. First, the cumulative 

compliance costs are massive. As a result, the rules will cause and contribute to 
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plant closures and job losses. Second, the lack of coordination among the rules 

(and in particular the compliance deadlines they set) magnifies business 

uncertainty and expense. Third, the CPP and the CCR rule have seen their status 

change since promulgation of the ELG Rule. Both are in litigation and subject to 

further changes, thus exacerbating uncertainty about the costs and plant closures 

attributable specifically to the ELG Rule and whether and how the rules can be 

harmonized. 

The cumulative impact of all these rules makes the ELG Rule a prime 

candidate for reconsideration to promote regulatory reform policies. 

A. For Coal-Fired Units, the Cumulative Compliance Costs and Job 
Losses From EPA Rules Are Staggering 

EPA's own estimates176 ofthe costs of the ELG, CCR, CPP, and CWIS rules 

demonstrate the adverse economics the coal-fired fleet is facing. EPA claims the 

annualized total social costs ofthe ELG and CWIS rules will be $471.2-479.5 

million (2013$) and $274.9 million (2011$), respectively.177 The Agency 

estimates the total annualized incremental costs of the CCR rule will be $509-735 

million (20 13$) (over 100 years ). 178 The CPP alone is projected to cost billions per 

year. EPA predicts annual illustrative compliance costs of $1.4-2.5 billion (2020), 

176 Again, industry does not accept EPA's estimates. In fact, industry believes EPA 
grossly underestimated the costs of many of these rules. 

m 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,865 (ELG Rule); 79 Fed. Reg. at 48,415 (CWIS Rule). 
178 80 Fed. Reg. at 21,309. 

66 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00072 



$1.0-3.0 billion (2025), and $5.1-8.4 billion (2050) (all in 20 11$). 179 

Cumulatively, these rules are projected annually to cost the coal-fired industry (and 

their customers) billions of dollars for many years. 

While the CPP and the CCR rules are being substantially changed, UW AG 

members are incurring the heavy costs of complying or planning to comply with 

the ELG rule. Dynegy Inc. recently estimated its costs of compliance to total 

approximately $308 million, with $41 million to be spent in less than one year and 

$178 million to be spent within 3 years. 180 Dynegy's costs are not unique. NRG, 

another UW AG member, anticipates that its total ELG costs will be approximately 

$200 million. 181 AEP has included in its total projected environmental investments 

for 2018 through 2025 ELG Rule compliance costs ranging from $400-$550 

million through 2023. 182 

Smaller, local utilities are likewise experiencing high compliance costs 

relative to their lower numbers of ratepayers. For instance, City Utilities of 

Springfield, Missouri is a community-owned utility. It is a component of the City 

of Springfield and is overseen by a board of local citizens. It operates electric 

179 80 Fed. Reg. at 64,680-81. 
180 Dynegy Inc., Form 10-K, filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission for 

the fiscal year ended December 31,2016 (Feb. 27, 2017) at 18. 
181 NRG, Form 10-K, filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission for the 

fiscal year ended December 31, 2016 (Feb. 28, 2017) at 32. 
182 AEP, Inc. Form 10K, filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission for the 

fiscal year ended December 31, 2016 (Feb. 28, 2017) at 14. 
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generating capacity of 1,120 MW, providing electricity to approximately 112,000 

customers over a 320-square mile area. To comply with the ELG Rule, City 

Utilities has already spent $4 million in capital costs and will need to spend an 

additional $3 million in capital costs if the "zero discharge" BATW requirement 

stands, exclusive of additional annual operating costs. This is in addition to the 

significant costs to comply with the CCR Rule at an estimated total cost of $14 

million. 

Since the ELG Rule phases in compliance from November 1, 2018, through 

December 31, 2023, 183 prompt reconsideration of the Rule offers a potential of 

relief from some of these costs. 184 

Unit and facility closures based on the cumulative impact of these rules are 

inevitable. In 2015, when EPA promulgated another rule affecting coal-fired 

power plants (the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rule), utilities were forced to 

retire almost 14 gigawatts of coal-fired generation. 185 That represented more than 

183 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,854. 
184 Some public power utilities are experiencing especially acute impacts from the Rule's 

deadlines because they are indirect dischargers. Instead of phased-in compliance deadlines, they 
face a fixed deadline ofNovember 1, 2018, as indirect dischargers subject to Pretreatment 
Standards for New Sources ("PSNS") and Pretreatment Standards for Existing Sources 
("PSES"). Thus, those dischargers are making significant capital investment decisions without 
knowing the ultimate fate ofthe CPP or CCR rules (or, indeed, the ELG Rule itself if this 
petition is granted). Reconsideration, coupled with a suspension of the deadline, is imperative 
for them. 

185 U.S. Energy Information Admin., Coal made up more than 80% of retired electricity 
generating capacity in 2015, (available at ..:.;_;.;_;.;..;==;_;_;;.;;=~=~~==~~=-..;:::.:::...:~ 
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80% of all2015 retirements.186 Similar impacts from the current batch of rules are 

likely. EPA itself estimated that, due to the CPP rule alone, 4 7 plants and another 

19 units that otherwise would be subject to the ELG Rule would close or be 

repowered. 187 

Job losses are a natural consequence of unit and facility closures. Even for 

those power plants repowered with natural gas, there will be job losses, because a 

coal-fired unit employs more personnel than a comparably sized natural-gas fired 

unit. 188 For the CPP alone, the Energy Information Administration (EIA) 

estimated severe job losses. By 2030, EIA forecasts that, if the CPP is 

implemented, there would be about 3 7 6, 000 fewer non-farm jobs than if there were 

no CPP. 189 The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, among many others, asked the 

Supreme Court to stay the CPP because of economic concerns, including localized 

issues in rural or economically distressed areas of the country. Its stay application 

included many declarations from potentially affected communities. For example, a 

186 !d. 

187 TDD, Table 4-18 at 4-45. 
188 Buchsbaum, L., Supporting Coal Power Plant Workers Through Plant Closures, 

Power Magazine, June 1, 2016 (available at ..:..:....:..~~:.:..=======..::..=_;:;;_;;;:~~..:..=~=:.::_ 
_;_:_:;_=~~=-:::.~~c;;cJ (quoting AEP spokesperson that a "good-size" natural gas plant requires 
about 25 workers, as compared to 100-200 for a "good-size" coal-fired plant) (last visited March 
18, 2017). 

189 Institute for 21st Century Energy, U.S. Chamber of Commerce, EPA Clean Power 
Plan: EIA 's Forecast Shows Benefits Fall Well Short of Costs ... Again (June 2016) at 10, citing 
EIA, Annual Energy Outlook 2016. 
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school superintendent from Oliver County, North Dakota, described the likely 

impact to his District upon closure of one of two units at a nearby coal-fired station 

and the resulting 40% reduction in employment at a local coal mine. About 25% 

of the student population of the District are students whose families are dependent 

on the energy sector for their jobs, and the loss of those students would devastate 

the District: 

[T]he closure of the Coal Creek and Minnkota units and 
reduced production at the Falkirk Mine would result in 
significant financial harm to the District. One of the most 
important sources of income for the District is local property 
taxes. As families move away in response to the closures and 
reduced production at the mine, the size of the tax base will 
shrink, thus cutting funding for the District. Our local taxable 
evaluation will decrease with flooding of houses on the market 
and the lack of prospective home buyers .... This loss of 
funding would force the District to lay off staff, cut vital 
programs, or both. 190 

The business manager for a local chapter of the International Brotherhood of 

Boilermakers also submitted a declaration in support of the U.S. Chamber of 

Commerce's application for stay. He predicted that one station's closure would 

cost the local's members over $8,000,000 in wages and benefits in 2016 and the 

190 Declaration of Curtis Pierce, District Superintendent, Center-Stanton Public 
School District, Exhibit 7-H to U.S. Chamber of Commerce's Application for Immediate 
Stay ofFinal Agency Action Pending Appellate Review, para. 10 at 4, West Virginia v. 
EPA, No. 15-A-787 (Sup. Ct. Jan. 27, 2016). 
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closure of one of two units at another facility would mean the loss of $13-

14,000,000 in wages and benefits. 191 

The ELG Rule's costs contribute to the threat of job losses, particularly 

when it is added on top of the impacts of other rules. The right course, therefore, is 

to reconsider the ELG Rule and its impacts on the economy as a whole and on 

local communities. 

B. Lack of Coordination Among the Rules Causes Economic 
Inefficiencies and Uncertainties 

EPA purported to analyze the impact of the final CCR rule and the proposed 

CPP rule on the ELG Rule. EPA agreed that the CPP was a major new rule 

affecting the same plants targeted by the ELG Rule; that is why EPA conducted its 

analysis. But it did not release its CPP analysis for public comment, and thus the 

industry had no way of evaluating it during the ELG rulemaking. 

Had EPA's analysis of the CPP been released for comment, the industry 

would have demonstrated to EPA that the Final Rule's deadlines should be 

synchronized with the CPP's, to avoid unnecessary waste of resources and 

compliance costs. As issued, the Rule specifies that the new limits become 

191 Declaration ofLuke Voigt, Business Manager, International Brotherhood of 
Boilermakers Local647, Exhibit 7-C to U.S. Chamber of Commerce's Application for 
Immediate Stay of Final Agency Action Pending Appellate Review, paras. 8 and 10 at 4, 5, West 
Virginia v. EPA, No. 15-A-787 (Sup. Ct. Jan. 27, 2016). 
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applicable "as soon as possible."192 Although permitting authorities have 

discretion to consider the CPP in deciding what constitutes "as soon as possible" 

for a given facility/ 93 industry is experiencing wide variations in applicability 

dates. In any event, the ELG Rule requires application of the new limits "no later 

than" December 31,2023. Consequently, the Rule's deadlines are inconsistent 

with the CPP's requirements to achieve greenhouse gas performance rates between 

2022 and 2030. 194 

Competing deadlines will necessarily have an impact on EPA's analysis of 

the respective costs of the rules. More importantly, competing deadlines increase 

uncertainty for the industry members attempting to comply. And these 

uncertainties and complications increase costs, as industry struggles to harmonize 

its decisions on all of the pending rules at once. 

A similar lack of harmony exists between the CCR rule and the ELG Rule. 

As a part of the CCR rule litigation, 195 EPA sought and was granted voluntary 

remand of portions of the rule. 196 Two of the remanded provisions have significant 

192 See, e.g., 80 Fed. Reg. at 67,894-95 (to be codified at 40 C.F.R. § 423.13(g)(1)(i)) 
(requiring compliance with the new FGD wastewater limits "as soon as possible beginning 
November 1, 2018, but no later than December 31, 2023"). 

193 See id. at 67,894 (to be codified at 40 C.F.R. § 423.11(t)(2)(ii)). 
194 d 80 Fe . Reg. at 64,664. 
195 Utility Solid Waste Activities Group ("USWAG") v. EPA, No. 15-1219 (D.C. Cir. filed 

July 15, 2015). 
196 Order, USWAG v. EPA (June 14, 2016), ECF No. 1619358. 
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consequences for discharges from ponds governed by the ELG Rule. Under those 

provisions (40 C.P.R.§ 257.103(a) and 40 C.P.R.§ 257.103(b )), a facility required 

to cease sending CCRs to a pond has to begin closing the pond within 30 days after 

ceasing its use for CCR waste. 197 But many industry ponds are used for both CCR 

and non-CCR wastewater. Therefore, EPA remanded these provisions so that it 

could consider whether to extend the CCR rule's alternative closure provisions to 

ponds that cease receiving CCR wastes but continue receiving non-CCR 

wastewater. 198 

EPA's decision on this point is critical to management of many existing 

ponds. If those ponds need to cease receiving both CCR and non-CCR 

wastewaters, many industry facilities will have to develop whole new wastewater 

management systems, and in many cases that involves rethinking the entire water 

balance and wastewater characteristics for each wastestream. If a pond may have 

to cease receiving non-CCR wastewater as a result of the CCR rule, then it makes 

no sense to retrofit treatment systems for purposes of the ELG Rule without 

considering that impact. It is inefficient in the extreme to undertake enormous 

system retrofits for purposes of the ELG Rule, and then have to rethink those 

retrofits- at considerable expense and system down-time - when EPA acts on the 

197 See 40 C.F.R. § 257.102(e). 
198 Respondent EPA's Unopposed Motion For Voluntary Remand of Specific Regulatory 

Provisions, Section II.E at 8-9, USWAG v. EPA (Apr. 18, 2016), ECF No. 1609250. 
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remanded CCR provisions. Through reconsideration of the ELG Rule and an 

administrative stay, these inefficiencies caused by the mandates of multiple rules 

can be addressed. 

C. The Changed Status of the CPP and the CCR Rule Warrants 
Reconsideration of EPA's Cost Analysis 

Even if EPA's analyses of the CPP and CCR impacts on the ELG Rule were 

accurate when the ELG Rule was finalized (and they were not), they cannot be 

accurate now. For the ELG Rule, EPA developed two separate economic analyses: 

one including the CCR rule, and one including both the CCR rule and the CPP. 

Given recent developments, analyzing the ELG Rule's impacts to industry and 

society through the lens of the CPP and CCR rules as finalized is inappropriate. 

In February 2016, the Supreme Court stayed the CPP rule pending the 

outcome of judicial challenges.199 Moreover, the President appears poised to issue 

an executive order requiring EPA to reconsider and potentially repeal the CPP. 200 

These new circumstances provide strong reason to reconsider EPA's cost analysis 

for the ELG Rule. That analysis assumed unit closures or retrofits to gas caused by 

the CPP according to the CPP's original schedule. But, because of the stay, CPP 

199 Order, Chamber of Commerce v. EPA, No. 15-A-787 (Sup. Ct. Feb. 9, 2016). 
200 The Clean Power Plan is gone- and there's no 'replace', E&E News (Mar. 9, 2017), 

available at (last visited March 9, 2017). 
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implementation- if it occurs at all- could be years behind schedule. As a result, 

the true cost implications of the ELG Rule are not reflected in any EPA analysis. 

As already described, the CCR rule also is being challenged in court,201 and 

EPA has been granted a voluntary remand of portions of the rule. The remaining 

litigation issues could be decided by the court, possibly by the end of this year. 

Additionally, Congress recently enacted legislation that affected a major change in 

the CCR rule implementation?02 The legislation allows states to assume 

responsibility for overseeing CCR rule implementation within their jurisdictions. 

Thus, substantial changes also may occur with the CCR rule. 

Given the extreme uncertainties that were not present when EPA analyzed 

the cost impacts of these rules on the ELG Rule, it is incumbent upon EPA to 

reconsider the true costs of the ELG Rule and provide its analysis to the public for 

proper review and comment. 

REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE AGENCY ACTION TO SUSPEND OR 
DELAY COMPLIANCE DEADLINES 

UWAG hereby requests an administrative stay pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 705. 

When judicial review is pending and when "justice so requires," this section 

201 USWAG v. EPA. 
202 Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act, Pub. L. 114-322, Sec. 2301 

(amending§ 4005 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. § 6945) to allow state programs 
for control of coal combustion residuals). 
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confers discretion upon an agency to "postpone the effective date of action taken 

by it." !d. For all the reasons above, justice dictates a stay here. 

In addition, EPA should take all other administrative actions that may be 

necessary to assure the immediate suspension or delay of the Rule's 

fast-approaching compliance deadlines while EPA works to reconsider and revise, 

as appropriate, the substantive requirements of the current Rule pursuant to notice 

and comment rulemaking?03 Notably, there are many options available for EPA to 

suspend or extend the compliance deadlines in order to preserve the status quo and 

avoid irreparable harm pending the completion of the reconsideration 

d. 204 procee mg. 

203 Suspending the deadlines for indirect dischargers, among others, is particularly critical 
because they face a hard deadline ofNovember 1, 2018, to meet the PSES/PSNS standards for 
several wastestreams. Accordingly, those dischargers are in the process now of making costly 
decisions that may be greatly affected by reconsideration. 

204 These options for EPA action include the following: (1) fast-tracked issuance of a 
new rule that rescinds or extends the compliance deadlines through an expedited notice and 
comment rulemaking, see, e.g., National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for 
Stationary Combustion Turbines; Final Rule; Stay, 69 Fed. Reg. 51,184 (Aug. 18, 2004) 
(pausing effective dates of a rule on the basis that the agency was in the process of amending the 
underlying rule); (2) prompt issuance of an interim final rule without notice and comment under 
the "good cause" exemption set forth in the APA at 5 U.S.C. § 553(b )(3)(B), see Oil Pollution 
Prevention and Response; Non-Transportation-Related Onshore and Offshore Facilities; Interim 
Final Rule, 68 Fed. Reg. 1348 (Jan. 9, 2003) (postponing requirements that had gone into effect 
in August 2002 without notice and comment under the good cause exemption on the basis of 
impending deadlines that would no longer be appropriate once EPA finished revising the 
underlying rule); and (3) the prompt issuance of informal EPA guidance confirming that 
permitting authorities have broad discretion to set compliance deadlines under the Rule spanning 
the entire compliance window based on the four factors enumerated in 40 C.F.R. § 423.11(t) and 
are not obligated to impose a compliance deadline based on the initial deadline ofNovember 1, 
2018, due, in part, to EPA's decision to reconsider the substantive requirements of the Rule. 
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CONCLUSION 

For all the foregoing reasons, EPA should grant this Petition, stay the Final 

ELG Rule and/or take other action to suspend the Rule's existing compliance 

deadlines, and promptly undertake to initiate a new rule making. 

Dated: March 24,2017 

29142.080072 EMF_US 64162119vl4 
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HUNTON& 
WilliAMS 

February 17, 2016 

Via E-Mail and U.S. Mail 

Martin F. McDermott, Esq. 
United States Department of Justice 
601 D Street, NW 
Suite 8104 
P .0. Box 23986 
Washington, DC 20026-3986 

Exhibit 1 

HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP 
RIVERFRONT PLAZA, EAST TOWER 
95I EAST BYRD STREET 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23219-4074 

TEL 804 • 788 • 8200 
FAX 804 • 788 • 8218 

HARRY M. JOHNSON, III 
DIRECT DIAL: 804 • 788 • 8784 
EMAIL: pjohnson@hunton.com 

FILE NO: 29142.080072 

Re: Request for Disclosure of Information Withheld As Confidential Business 
Information From the Public Record for the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category Final 
Rule 

Dear Martin: 

As you know, I represent the Utility Water Act Group, Southwestern Electric Power 
Company, and Union Electric Company (d/b/a Ameren Missouri) (collectively, "Industry 
Petitioners") in challenges to EPA's promulgation of the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category Final Rule (the 
"ELG Rule" or "Rule") under the Clean Water Act ("CWA"). This letter requests the 
disclosure of EPA's methodologies and analyses supporting the ELG Rule that have been 
improperly withheld as confidential business information ("CBI"). In addition, our review 
reveals that EPA has "over-redacted" many documents, with the result being that important 
non-CBI information has been improperly withheld from the public record. We request such 
non-CBI information as well. Attachment A is a preliminary list of documents in the public 
record that withhold information to which Industry Petitioners are entitled and that have been 
identified so far in our review of the record. As discussed in detail below, EPA is required to 
disclose all this information. 

Judicial review of agency decisions under the Administrative Procedure Act ("APA") is based 
upon the "whole record," which includes all the material ~'considered" by the agency 

ATLANTA AUSTIN BANGKOK BEIJING BRUSSELS CHARLOTTE DALLAS HOUSTON LONDON LOS ANGELES 
McLEAN MIAMI NEW YORK NORFOLK RALEIGH RICHMOND SAN I'RANCISCO TOKYO WASHINGTON 

www.hunton.com 
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decisionmaker. Citizens to Preserve Overton Park, Inc. v. Volpe, 401 U.S. 402,419 (1971). 
Since publishing the final ELG Rule in the Federal Register on November 3, 2015, EPA has 
publicly released many of the documents it considered when promulgating the Rule. 
However, EPA determined that many critical documents and other information it considered 
are CBI. As a result, EPA has withheld these materials from inclusion in the public record for 
the ELG Rule, impeding Industry Petitioners' right to challenge to the Rule and thereby 
frustrating judicial review of the same. 

I recognize that CBI is ordinarily protected from disclosure under applicable law. For 
instance, the Freedom oflnformation Act ("FOIA") exempts CBI from mandatory disclosure. 
See 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(4). But, on the other hand, the CWA authorizes the disclosure ofCBI 
"when relevant in any proceeding under" the CW A. 33 U.S. C. § 1318(b). EPA's FOIA 
regulations go on to provide that a "proceeding," in the context of the CWA, includes "any 
rulemaking ... conducted by EPA," such as the promulgation ofthe ELG Rule. 40 C.P.R.§ 
2.302(a)(4); see id. at§ 2.302(g) (prescribing procedures for release of"relevant" CBI). 

In any event, Industry Petitioners do not specifically seek the disclosure of CBI provided to 
EPA by the public in the course ofthe ELG rulemaking. Instead, Industry Petitioners request 
only the disclosure of the methodologies and analyses EPA relied upon in promulgating the 
Final Rule (as well as non-CBI information that has been withheld). In past rulemakings, 
EPA has recognized its obligation to present its methodologies and analyses in the public 
record, even when it used CBI to develop or apply them. It has done so by employing 
techniques to ensure that the bases for its decisions were fully explained without the need to 
disclose the CBI itself. EPA has not employed those teclmiques here. Not only has the CBI 
been withheld, but the methodologies and analyses themselves have been withheld. 

EPA has a strong interest in making these methodologies and analyses public, because it must 
rely on and justify the ELG Rule in the courts based on the public record standing alone. 
Courts have shown a particular reluctance to permit EPA to withhold crucial information from 
a public rulemaking record on the basis that it is CBL When EPA makes such claims, it must 
still provide adequate explanation in the public record to support the rulemaking through the 
use of non-CBI data, methodologies, and analyses that satisfy the standard upon review. See 
Nat'! Wildlife Fed'n v. EPA, 286 F.3d 554, 565 (D.C. Cir. 2002). To satisfy this requirement, 
it is appropriate for EPA to compile the CBI in the rulemaking record into a composite, nonw 
CBI format that is made part of the public record and discussed by the agency "at some 
length." Natural Resources Defense Council v. Thomas, 805 F.2d 410, 418 n. 13 (D.C. Cir. 
1986). At bottom, the public record must be sufficient for petitioners "to mount a challenge 
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to EPA's rulemaking," Order, Nat'l Wildlife Fed'n, Feb. 2, 2000, Attach. B, and "to provide 
the reviewing comi with a way to know the agency's methodology." Nat'! Wildlife Fed'n, 
286 F.3d at 564 (internal quotation and citation omitted). 

The public record here falls far short of the requirements under the AP A, CW A, EPA 
regulations, and case law. EPA has designated data and analyses that are crucial to 
understanding the ELG Rule, and EPA's methodology in promulgating it, as CBI, and failed 
to provide sufficient nonwCBI data and analyses to support the Rule. 

For example, in one document, EPA designated entire sections of a report as CBI. In its 
Incremental Costs and Pollutant Removals for the Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, Sep. 2015, EPA
HQwOW w2009-0819w64 72, EPA withheld whole sections of the report on General 
Methodology, Terminology, and Common Cost Elements, FGD Wastewater Cost 
Methodology, Fly Ash Transpott Water Cost Methodology, and Bottom Ash Transport Water 
Cost Methodology. Based on the document's table of contents, the omitted sections comprise 
over 260 pages, covering such basic information as descriptions of the technologies analyzed 
and such critical information as cost methodologies. Consequently, the cost methodologies 
are a complete mystery. It is unclear why the entirety of these sections would be classified as 
CBI or not made available in a manner to avoid disclosing CBI. 

In another example, in its Teclmical Development Document for the Effluent Limitations 
Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, 
EPA references a memorandum produced by the Eastern Research Group, entitled "Bottom 
Ash and Fly Ash Transpori Water Pollutants of Concern (POC) Analysis Methodology," to 
explain its review of"bottom ash transport water and fly ash transport water using the general 
data quality review criteria described in this section, as well as more specific criteria listed in 
the memorandum." EPA-HQ-OW-2009w0819w6432, at 6w23 (emphasis added). Nevertheless, 
EPA has withheld the entire memorandum from the public record as CBI, see EPA-HQ-OW-
2009-0819-6049, making it impossible for the public to know what criteria EPA employed to 
identify POCs for bottom ash and fly ash transport water. 

The record is replete with other examples and the Industry Petitioners continue their review of 
the record to identify examples in addition to these and those listed in Attachment A. In each 
case, EPA has violated the law by failing to release the basic and fundamental methodologies 
and analyses that support the ELG Rule. With the public record as it currently stands, it is a 
complete mystery to the public and reviewing comis how EPA reached its conclusions on 
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critical issues. EPA should have employed techniques to protect the CBI while 
simultaneously making available to the public the methodologies and analyses on which EPA 
made its decisions. Instead, it decided to improperly withhold critical methodologies and 
analyses in their entirety, presumably because they contain or discuss some amount of CBI. 
And even where EPA did manage to release redacted versions of documents, such as 
discussed above regarding the Incremental Costs and Pollutant Removals for the Final 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point 
Source Category, it still failed to produce non-CBI versions of the redacted methodologies 
and analyses to support the ELG Rule without revealing CBI. 

The FGD wastewater limits are an example of EPA's failure to disclose its methodologies. 
We have been unable to locate any document explaining how EPA calculated those limits. 
Whether or not its non-disclosure is the result of over-designating CBI, this methodology is 
fundamental to the ELG rule. Industry Petitioners request its disclosure as part of the record. 

As explained above, all of the methodologies and analyses sought by the Industry Petitioners 
should be in the public record whether in redacted form or in a form that otherwise protects 
the CBI. I respectfully ask EPA to compile the methodologies and analyses it considered in 
the ELG rulemaking and present them in a manner that allows the public and reviewing courts 
to review EPA's compliance with the CWA, APA, and other applicable law, without 
improperly disclosing CBI. In addition, EPA should withhold from the public record only 
actual CBI, not non-CBI data and information. We ask that EPA review its redactions and 
remove those redactions that improperly conceal non-CBI information. 

I would further suggest that the parties agree to continue to hold the case in abeyance until the 
public record is complete. 

This request applies to EPA's methodologies and analyses in the final ELG Rule, as well as 
any data that are necessary to explain those methodologies and analyses. The Industry 
Petitioners do not waive their rights to challenge whether various data or documents meet the 
requirements of CBI, or to expand the list of documents sought as reflected in Attachment A. 
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HUNTON& 
WILUAMS 

Martin F. McDermott, Esq. 
February 17, 2016 
Page 5 

I would greatly appreciate a response by February 29, 2016, so that the Industry Petitioners 
can decide how to proceed. In the meanwhile, please do not hesitate to contact me if you 
wish to discuss. Best regards. 

sr;;: 
Harry M. Johnson, III 

Enclosure 

29142.080072 EMF_ US 58520095v7 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00089 



Attachment A 

Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 

Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-6023 1 CBI Final Draft of the Steam Electric 
Removals for the Final Effluent Incremental Costs and Pollutant 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards Loadings report. This version of the 
for the Steam Electric Power report contains confidential business 
Generating Point Source Category information. 
Chapter 5 -General Methodology, 
Terminology, and Common Cost 
Elements 

DCN SE05831 

Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6023 CBI Final Draft ofthe Steam Electric 
Removals for the Final Effluent Incremental Costs and Pollutant 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards Loadings report. This version of the 
for the Steam Electric Power report contains confidential business 
Generating Point Source Category information. 
Chapter 6 -FGD Wastewater Cost 
Methodology 

DCN SE05831 

Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6023 CBI Final Draft of the Steam Electric 
Removals for the Final Effluent Incremental Costs and Pollutant 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards Loadings report. This version ofthe 
for the Steam Electric Power report contains confidential business 
Generating Point Source Category information. 
Chapter 7- Fly Ash Transport Water 
Cost Methodology 

DCN SE05831 

Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA~HQ-OW-2009-0819-6023 CBI Final Draft of the Steam Electric 
Removals for the Final Effluent Incremental Costs and Pollutant 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards Loadings report. This version of the 
for the Steam Electric Power report contains confidential business 
Generating Point Source Category information. 
Chapter 8 - Bottom Ash Transport 
Water Cost Methodology 
DCN SE05831 

Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819~6023~Att 1 CBI_Appendix A to the Costs and 
Removals: Attachment A-CBI Loads Report includes plant-level 
Appendix A to the Costs and Loads estimated compliance costs and 
Report- DCN SE05831A1 pollutant removals that incorporate the 

CCR rule and the CPP rule. 

1 To the extent that any of the redacted content of the "sanitized" version of this document and its attachments 
(EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819~6472 and attachments) differs from the content of the CBI version and its attachments (EPA
HQ-OW~2009-0819~6023 and attachments), we also request release ofthe redacted content ofthe sanitized version and its 
attachments. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
Incremental Costs and Pollutant EPA~HQ~OW-2009-0819-6023-Att 2 CBI_Appendix B to the Costs and 
Removals: Attachment B-CBI Loads Report includes plant-level 
Appendix B to the Costs and Loads estimated compliance costs and 
Report- DCN SE05831 A2 pollutant loadings reflecting only 

ELGs costs and loads and costs and 
loads with the CCR rule incorporated. 

CBI GE ABMet Pilot Study Report- EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6456 CBI Report from GE Water describing 
DCN SE06361 results of a pilot study conducted using 

its ABMet biological treatment system. 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Notes from Call with GE Water EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5735 CBI_Call with GE discussing ORP 
on April 14, 2014- DCN SE05692 treatment at a coal-fired power plant. 

This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the EPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Memorandum to the Steam EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6450 CBI Memorandum documenting the 
Electric Rulemaking Record: Water identification of immediate receiving 
Quality Module: Plant and Receiving waters for the steam electric power 
Water Characteristics - DCN plants in the Final EA Report and 
SE04513 incorporation of water body 

characteristics for use in EA analyses, 
including the national-scale immediate 
receiving. This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Email from Bill Bonkowki; RE: EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5718 This document contains CB1 and is not Clarification on Updated ABMet available online or from the EPA 
Costs from June 2014- DCN Docket Center. Please contact the 
SE04234 Document Control Officer listed in the 

Federal Register. CBI Documentation 
of follow up questions provided to GE 
regarding some outstanding questions 
based on their updated costing data for 
the ABMet system. GE provided 
updated costs for the ABMet system 
via email in June 2014 (SE04230). 
EPA and ERG responded 

2 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI GE ABMet Backwash EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5691 This document contains CBI and is not 
Information- DCN S£00751 available online or from the EPA 

Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 1 CBI Development of methodology to 
Loadings Attachment 1- DCN estimate missing FGD wastewater flow 
SE05839Al rates for plants currently operating wet 

FGD scrubbers. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBT Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-568 I -Att 2 CBI Documentation of process used to 
Loadings Attachment 2- DCN identify those plants discharging FGD 
SE05839A2 wastewater and determination ofFGD 

wastewater flow rate. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CB[ Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 6 CBI Identification of plants that incur Loadings Attachment 6- DCN back-up silo and pugmill or 
SE05839A6 redundancy compliance costs 

associated with fly ash handling. Also 
includes a comparison ofO&M costs 
associated with d1y fly ash handling 
and traditional wet sluicing systems. 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 11 CBI Development of methodology to Loadings Attachment 11 - DCN estimate dollar per ton costs to 
SE05839A11 transport and dispose of treatment 

solids to an off-site landfill. This 
document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 13 CBI Plant-specific assessments and 
Loadings Attachment 13- DCN determinations of FGD wastewater 
SE05839Al3 treatment in place. This document 

contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 15 CBI Development of annual FGD 
Loadings Attachment 15- DCN wastewater treatment flows for plant 
SE05839A15 operating chemical precipitation; 

development of capacity factor used to 
size FGD wastewater treatment 
systems This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 16 CBI Development offactor used to 
Loadings Attachment 16- DCN determine the flow rate of sludge 
SE05839AI6 generated by chemical precipitation as 

a function of FGD wastewater flow 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 37 CBI Assessment of materials of 
Loadings Attachment 37- DCN construction for wastewater treatment 
SE05839A37 tanks This document contains CBI and 

is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 39 CBI Development of an algorithm to 
Loadings Attachment 39- DCN determine whether chemical storage SE05839A39 tanks are required (as opposed to 

onsite storage in chemical totes), and if 
so, the tank size requirements This 
document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW -2009-08 I 9-5681-Att 44 CBI Development of an algorithm to 
Loadings Attachment 44- DCN estimate lime storage requirements and 
SE05839A44 lime storage silo size. Development of 

a cost equation for lime feed system 
purchase costs This document contains 
CBI and is not available online or from 
the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 45 CBI Chemical feed system 
Loadings Attachment 45 - DCN specifications provided by a vendor 
SE05839A45 This document contains CBI and is not 

available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-568 I -Att 54 CBI Development of the design basis 
Loadings Attachment 54- DCN and treatment in place methodology 
SE05839A54 for clarifiers This document contains 

CBI and is not available online or from 
the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 56 CBI Filter press information and Loadings Attachment 56- DCN purchase costs provided by a vendor 
SE05839A56 This document contains CBI and is not 

available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 58 CBI Filter press specifications 
Loadings Attachment 58- DCN provided by a vendor This document SE05839A58 contains CBI and is not available 

online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 63 CBI_Development of cost factors used Loadings Attachment 63- DCN to estimate total direct capital costs SE05839A63 (i.e., installation, site prep, buildings, 
land, and instrumentation and controls) 
as a function of purchased equipment. 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 65 CBI Development of a cost equation 
Loadings Attachment 65- DCN for operating labor costs This 
SE05839A65 document contains CBI and is not 

available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 66 CBI Development of cost factors used 
Loadings Attachment 66 - DCN to estimate labor and maintenance 
SE05839A66 materials costs as a function of annual 

FGD wastewater flow This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-568 I -Att 67 CBI Development of chemical dosage 
Loadings Attachment 67- DCN rates This document contains CBI and 
SE05839A67 is not available online or from the 

USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 68 CBI Chemical purchase costs provided 
Loadings Attachment 68- DCN by vendors This document contains 
SE05839A68 CBI and is not available online or from 

the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 72 CBJ Development of an equation to 
Loadings Attachment 72 - DCN estimate chemical precipitation 
SE05839A72 dewatered sludge generation as a 

function ofFGD wastewater flow. 
Estimation of density of dewatered 
chemical precipitation dewatered 
sludge This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 73 CBl Development of equation to 
Loadings Attachment 73 - DCN estimate ABMet backwash flow rate 
SE05839A73 and backwash solids generation. This 

document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 75 CBI Correspondence with General 
Loadings Attachment 75- DCN Electric (GE) regarding costing 
SE05839A75 information for their ABMet biological 

treatment system. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-08 I 9-568 I -Att 76 CBI Summary of correspondence with 
Loadings Attachment 76- DCN General Electric (GE) 1~egarding 
SE05839A76 updated costing information for their 

ABMet biological system as of20!4. 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-081 9-5681-Att 78 CBI Derivation ofORP Monitor 
Loadings Attachment 78- DCN costing methodology. This document 
SE05839A78 contains CBI and is not available 

online or from the US EPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 79 CBI Summary of correspondence with 
Loadings Attachment 79- DCN ABB regarding capital costs and O&M 
SE05839A79 requirements associated with an ORP 

Monitor. This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-08 I 9-5681-Att 83 CBI Development of factor used to 
Loadings Attachment 83 - DCN calculate costs associated with 
SE05839A83 purchasing materials used for 

maintaining the biological treatment 
system. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 84 CBI Compilation of data from GE and 
Loadings Attachment 84- DCN HPD regarding costing information for 
SE05839A84 the vapor compression evaporation 

system. Cost curves and equations 
developed from vendor data were used 
to estimate system level costs for 
installing and operating a vapor 
com pres 

7 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009171-00096 



Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 85 CBI Methodology used to estimate 
Loadings Attachment 85 - DCN O&M costs associated with sodium 
SE05839A85 bisuflite addition. This document 

contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

CBI supplemental Costs and Loadings EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 87 CBI Development of factors and 
Attachment 87- DCN SE05839A87 equations for the fly ash handling 

conveyance capital and O&M costs. 
These equations and factors include 
the conveyance equipment capital cost 
equation, redundant equipment capital 
cost equations, direct capital cost 
factor, This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 88 CBI Development of factors and 
Loadings Attachment 88- DCN equations for the fly ash handling 
SE05839A88 intermediate capital and O&M costs. 

These equations and factors include 
the intermediate storage equipment 
capital cost equation (for concrete and 
steel silos), direct capital cost factor, 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBJ Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 89 CBI Development of the typical 
Loadings Attachment 89 - DCN moisture content used to calculate the 
SE05839A89 amount of moisture conditioned fly ash 

to be transported to a landfill. This 
document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docl<et Number Docket Abstract 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-5681-Att 92 CBI Development offactors for the 
Loadings Attachment 92 - DCN bottom ash MDS conveyance O&M 
SE05839A92 costs. These factors include the 

conveyance operating and maintenance 
labor rates, operating and maintenance 
labor hours, maintenance materials 
cost factor. This document contains 
CBI and is not available online or from 
the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 93 CBI Development of factors for the 
Loadings Attacl1ment 93 - DCN bottom ash intermediate storage O&M 
SE05839A93 costs. These factors include the 

intermediate storage operating and 
maintenance labor rates, operating and 
maintenance labor hours, maintenance 
materials cost factor, and pugmill 
energ This document contains CBI and 
is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 96 CBI Development of the typical 
Loadings Attachment 96- DCN moisture content used to calculate the 
SE05839A96 amount of moisture conditioned 

bottom ash to be transpo1ied to a 
landfill. This document contains CBI 
and is not available online or from the 
USEPA Docket Center. Please contact 
the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 97 CBI Telecon and email 
Loadings Attachment 97 - DCN correspondence with bottom ash 
SE05839A97 handling vendor containing 

information on bottom ash handling 
conversions and specific costs for 
bottom ash conversions, drag chain 
replacement costs, and drag chain 
replacement frequency. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5681-Att 98 CBI Development of the equation to 
Loadings Attachment 98- DCN estimate the volume of the remote 
SE05839A98 MDS conveyor to estimate the volume 

of surge capacity required for 
maintenance. This document contains 
CBI and is not available online or from 
the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

CBI Supplemental Costs and EPA-HQ-OW-2009-08 1 9-5681-Att I 00 CBI Methodology used to estimate 
Loadings Attachment 1 00- DCN compliance costs for plants 
SE05839Al00 discharging IGCC wastewater. This 

document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Updated ABMet Cost Curve- EPA-HQ-OW-2009-08 I 9-5658 CBI_New cost curve from GE to 
DCN SE04230 reflect updated costs for the ABMet 

system. This new costing data includes 
updated installed costs based on flow 
rate as of July 2014. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the EPA Docket Center. 
Please contact the Document Control 
Officer listed in the Federal Register. 

Memorandum-Bottom Ash and Fly EPA-HQ-0 W -2009-0819-6049 CBI. This memorandum provides 
Ash Transport Water Pollutants of details on EPA analysis of ash 
Concern (POC) Analysis transport water data to determine 
Methodology- DCN SE04 745 pollutants of concern associated with 

this wastestream. 
Analysis- CBI Pollutants of Concern EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6050 CBI. This spreadsheet was developed 
Ash Treatment Analysis - DCN as part 2 of EPA's analysis to identify 
SE04746 pol Iutants of concern in ash transport 

water. This spreadsheet contains all 
non-paired ash transport water data 
accepted by EPA and the results of 
part 2 of the POC analysis. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 

Data- CBI Final Ash Transport EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6381 CBI_This MS Excel workbook 
Water Analytical Data Review Matrix supporting the review of all data 
- DCN SE05575 sources identified with ash transport 

water data. Information about the data 
source identification, plant 
identification, wastestream 
identification, and sample 
identification were compiled in this 
matrix to evaluate data usability, 
representativeness, and 
characterization. All data sources in 
the matrix were evaluated with EPA's 
ash data acceptance criteria. 

Data- CBI FGD & Ash Cost Model EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6028 CBI_Database used to calculate 
with and without CCR- DCN compliance costs for FGD, fly ash and 
SE05841 bottom ash for populations of plants 

including and not including CCR. 
CBI FGD & Ash Cost Model EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6028-Att I CBI_Data element dictionary for the 
Database Dictionary- DCN FGD and Ash Steam Electric Cost 
SE0584l.Al Model. This excel file contains 

descriptions of the tables, field names, 
and code modules contained within the 
FGD and Ash Steam Electric Cost 
Model. 

Analysis-CBI Source Water Ash EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6048 CBI. This spreadsheet was developed 
Treatment Analysis Final - DCN as part I of EP As analysis to identify 
SE04744 pollutants of concern in ash transport 

water. This spreadsheet contains all 
paired source water and ash transport 
water data accepted by EPA and the 
results of part 1 ofthe POC analysis. 

CBI Memorandum to the Stearn EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-6206 CBI Memorandum describing the 
Electric Rulemaking Record: Steam evaluation of potential 
Electric Effluent Guidelines subcategorization and threshold 
Evaluation of Potential approaches. 
Subcategorization Approaches- DCN 
SE05813 

Data- CBI Bottom Ash Complete EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6213 CBI_ Calc file used to estimate costs 
Recycle Estimated Cost for Plants associated with implementing 
with Remote MDS systems to complete recycle of bottom ash 
implement Complete Recycle of transport water at plants with remote 
Bottom Ash Transport Water MDS installations. 
Calculation File- DCN SE05960 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
Data- CBI Draft UCC Ash Handling EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6151 CBI Attachments I through 8 to the 
Documentation Attachments 1 UCC ash handling documentation. 
through 8 for UCC Review- DCN These attachments include fly ash and 
SE05922 bottom ash handling conversion data 

delivered to UCC on September 9, 
2015 for review. This document 
contains CBI and is not available 
online or from the USEPA Docket 
Center. Please contact the Document 
Control Officer listed in the Federal 
Register. 

Data- CBT Intake Analysis Database EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6003 CBI_This database calculates the 
for CCR Population - DCN SE05696 percent water reduction for plants 

using raw water for their FGD, bottom 
ash, and fly ash systems. Also contains 
estimates for if plants recycle ash 
transport water. 

Data- CBI Intake Analysis Database EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6005 CBI_This database calculates the 
for CPP Population - DCN SE05697 percent water reduction for plants 

using raw water for their FGD, bottom 
ash, and fly ash systems. Also contains 
estimates for if plants recycle ash 
transport water. 

CBI Additional GE Response to Post EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-5650 CBI_Answers provided by GE in 
Proposal Questions- DCN SE04208 response to EPA questions regarding 

issues raised during the comment 
period. These responses are in addition 
to the initial responses provided in 
DCN SE04202. 

CBI Supporting Charts forGE's EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5650-Att 1 CBI Additional charts provided along 
Response to Post Proposal Questions with response to questions. This 
- DCN SE04208Al document contains CBI and is not 

available online or from the EPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI GE Written Response to EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5655 CBI_GE provided written response to 
Additional Follow Up Questions- the follow up questions that were 
DCN SE04222 provided to them in writing (SE04209) 

and discussed in a meeting with EPA 
and ERG on April 14,2014. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 
CBI Attachment to GE Written EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5655-Att I CBI_An updated graph provided as ru1 
Responses- DCN SE04222A1 attachment to the written responses 

provided by GE. This document 
contains CBJ and is not available 
online or from the EPA Docket Center. 
Please contact the Document Control 
Officer listed in the Federal Register. 

Data- CBI Leachate Cost Model - EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6029 This document contains CBI and is not 
DCN SE05842 available online or from the USEPA 

Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. CBI_Database used 
to calculate compliance costs for 
leachate. 

CBI- Leachate Cost Model Database EPA-HQ-OW -2009-0819-6029-Att I CBI_Data element dictionary for the 
Dictionary- DCN SE05842A 1 Leachate Steam Electric Cost Model. 

This excel file contains descriptions of 
the tables, field names, and code 
modules contained within the Leachate 
Steam Electric Cost Model. This 
document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

Data- CBI Leachate Loadings EPA-HQ-OW-2009-08I 9-6039 CBI_Database used to calculate 
Database with CPP- DCN SE05860 leachate pollutant loadings and 

removals for the proposed CPP 
population. This document contains 
CBI and is not available online or from 
the USEPA Docket Center. Please 
contact the Document Control Officer 
listed in the Federal Register. 

Data- CBI FGD & Ash Cost Model EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819~6042 CBI_Database used to calculate 
with Proposed CPP- DCN SE05862 compliance costs for FGD, fly ash and 

bottom ash for populations of plants 
reflecting the proposed CPP. This 
document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 
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Document Title Docket Number Docket Abstract 

CBI - FGD & Ash Cost Model with EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6042-Att 1 CBI_Data element dictionary for the 
CPP Database Dictionary- DCN FGD and Ash Steam Electric Cost 
SEOS862A1 Model with CPP. This excel file 

contains descriptions of the tables, 
field names, and code modules 
contained within the FGD and Ash 
Steam Electric Cost Model with CPP. 
This document contains CBI and is not 
available online or from the USEPA 
Docket Center. Please contact the 
Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register. 

CBI Memorandum to the Steam EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6206 CBI Memorandum describing the 
Electric Rulemaking Record: Steam evaluation of potential 
Electric Effluent Guidelines- subcategorization and threshold 
Evaluation of Potential approaches. This document contains 
Subcategorization Approaches- DCN CBI and is not available online or from 
SEOS813 the EPA Docket Center. Please contact 

the Document Control Officer listed in 
the Federal Register. 

Data- CBI Subcategorization EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6220 This document contains CBI and is not 
Threshold Calculation Database- available online or from the USEPA 
DCN SE05960 Docket Center. Please contact the 

Document Control Officer listed in the 
Federal Register CBI_Database that 
documents EPA's evaluation of 
potential subcategorization associated 
with generating unit size capacity (in 
MW). 

CBI Data Dictionary for the EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6220-Att I This document contains CBI and is not 
Subcategorization Threshold available online or from the USEPA 
Calculation Database- DCN Docket Center. Please contact the 
SE05960.Al Document Control Officer listed in the 

Federal Register CBI_Database 
dictionary describing the tables, fields, 
and queries used in the 
subcategorization threshold analyses 
(DCN SE05960). 
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Attachment B 

~nii:en ~ta:tes <llnurt nf J\pp.ea:ls · 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 99-1452 September Term, 1999 

National Wildlife Federation, et al., 
Petitioners 

v. 

Environmental Protection Agency and Carol M. 
Browner, Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 

Respondents 

American Forest.and Paper Association Inc., 
Intervenor for Respondent 

Consolidated with 99~1454, 99-1455, 99-1456 

BEFORE: Ginsburg and Sentelle, Circuit Judges 

ORDER 

UNITED STATES COURT F APPEALS 
FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

AlEOI fEB 2 2000 ] . 
-

CLERK 

Upon consideration of the motion to dismiss, the responses thereto, and the 
replies; the motion filed by National Wildlife Foundation, et al. (collectively, NWF), to 
compel disclosure of information in the administrative record and to stay the briefing 
schedule until EPA discloses the information, the responses thereto, and the replies; 
the motions to strike, and the responses thereto; the motion of the Chemical 
Manufacturers Association and the Coalition for Effective Environmental Information to 
intervene or to file an amicus brief in opposition to NWF's motion to compel, and the 
responses thereto, it is 

ORDERED that the motion to dismiss be referred to the merits panel to which· 
these consolidated petitions for review are assigned. The parties are directed to 
include.in their briefs the arguments raised in the motion to dismiss rather than 
incorporate those arguments by reference. It is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the motions to strike be dismissed as moot. It is 
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·' . 

~nitea ~bttes <Ullltr± nf J\pp.ea:Is 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

No. 99-1'452 September Term, 1999 

FURTHER ORDERED that the motion to intervene or to file an amicus brief be 
denied. It is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the motion to compel and to stay the briefing 
schedule be denied. The confidential business information NWF seeks is the type of 
sensitive information and confidential or trade secret information that EPA can properly 
withhold from public view. See Natural Resources Defense Council v. Thomas, 805 
F.2d 410, 418 n.13 (Q.C. Cir. 1986). The material contained in the public record 
appears sufficient for NWF to mount a challenge to EPA's rulemaking. See MD 
Pharm .. Inc. v. DEA, 133 F.3d 8, 13~14 (D.C. Cir. 1998) (distinguishing agency actions 
in which documents relied on are "a complete myster-Y" and those in which the 
documents have been identified but not disclosed because they contain sensitive 
material). 

The Clerk is instructed to process these consolidated cases for briefing and 
argument in the ordinary course. 

Per Curiam 

dJ 
o!J~ 

2 
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Martin McDermott 
Environmental Defe11Se Section 
P. 0. Box 7611 
Washington, DC 20044 

Exhibit 2 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Environment and Natural Resources Division 

March 17, 2016 

Telephone (202) 514-4122 
Facsimile (202) 514-8865 

Re: Response to Request for Disclosure of Information Withheld as Confidential Business 
Information From the Public Record for the Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category Final Rule 

Dear Pete: 

This letter responds to your letter of February 17, 2016, requesting that EPA disclose certain 
documents withheld as confidential business information ("CBI") related to analyses for the 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Stearn Electric Power Generating Point 
Source Category Final Rule (the "Rule"). A careful review of the entire record demonstrates that 
EPA adequately explained its rationale for the Rule in documents that do not disclose 
information claimed as CBI. EPA is confident that the public record presents the methodologies 
and analyses the Agency used to reach its final determination in sufficient detail so that 
stakeholders as well as any reviewing court can consider whether the Agency's decisions were 
reasonable. 

As noted in your letter, EPA removed from public view those documents that steam electric 
power generating facilities and others claimed as CBI. EPA is statutorily obligated to protect 
from disclosure all information claimed as CBI. See Nat'! Wildlife Fed'n v. EPA, 286 F.3d 554, 
564-65 (D.C. Cir. 2002) ("EPA cannot be faulted for keeping [CBI] confidential" in a 
rulemaking record because CBI "may not be publicly disclosed" pursuant to CW A section 
308(b ).) The protocols that EPA used to identify and protect the CBI obtained or developed 
during this rulemaking are described in several documents in the record, including Section 3.8 of 
the publicly-available non-CBI version of Incremental Costs and Pollutant Removals for the 
Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating 
Point Source Category ("Costs and Pollutant Removals Report"). Document Control Number 
(DCN) SE05832; EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6472. To prevent disclosing CBI, the Agency found 
it necessary to withhold from the public docket all information claimed as CBI as well as some 
additional data that, although not claimed as CBI, could inadvertently release CBI if made 
public. Where possible when dealing with CBI, EPA attempted to make information publicly 
available, using techniques such as aggregating certain data in the public docket, presenting 
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ranges of values, or masking plant identities to prevent CBI disclosure. The Agency's approach 
to protecting CBI ensures that the data in the public docket present the basis for the Rule and 
provide the opportunity for public comment, without compromising data confidentiality. 

The public record contains a complete account of the methodologies and analyses underlying the 
Rule, notwithstanding EPA's protection of CBI. Your letter states that "the cost methodologies 
are a complete mystery" because EPA omitted 260 pages from the Costs and Pollutant Removals 
Report. Letter at 3. Yet your letter does not mention the "Non-CBI" version ofthe Costs and 
Pollutant Removals Report that EPA prepared for the proposed rule, which was available for 
review during the public comment period and remains publicly available. DCN SE03581; EPA
HQ-OW-2009-0819-2256; see also the Costs and Pollutant Removals Report for the Final Rule, 
DCN SE05832; EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6472. These documents present the cost 
methodologies in great detail. 

Other documents available to the public also discuss the cost methodologies used for the Rule. 
Section 9 of the Technical Development Document ("TDD") describes the cost methodologies 
used to analyze the technology options for each of the waste streams. DCN SE05904; EPA-HQ
OW -2009-0819-6432. Changes made to the cost estimates following proposal in response to 
public comments are presented in section V.D of the Federal Register notice for the final Rule. 
More detailed explanations of specific changes EPA made are included in EPA's comment 
response document, "Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam Electric 
Power Generating Point Source Category: EPA's Response to Public Comments" ("Comment 
Response Document"), see, e.g., Comment Codes lOb, 14b and 16b. DCN SE05958; EPA-HQ
OW-2009-0819-6469. In addition, at the time of proposal EPA made available to power 
companies certain CBI and CBI-deducible data related to their power plants so that they could 
review the plant-specific input and output data used by EPA's models to estimate costs and 
pollutant removals. 

Your letter also states that CBI redactions, particularly the redaction ofthe "Bottom Ash and Fly 
Ash Transport Water Pollutants of Concern (POC) Analysis Methodology" memorandum, 
"make it impossible for the public to know what criteria EPA employed to identify POCs for 
bottom ash and fly ash transport water." Letter at 3. On the contrary, the record contains ample 
documentation of the criteria EPA employed to identify pollutants of concern for bottom ash and 
fly ash transport water. Section 12 of the non-CBI version of the "Incremental Costs and 
Pollutant Removals for the Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Steam 
Electric Power Generating Point Source Category" provides a comprehensive description of the 
criteria employed. DCN SE05832; EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6472. The criteria are presented 
elsewhere as well, including in Section 6.6.4 ofthe TDD, "Pollutants of Concern: Ash Transport 
Water POCs," and discussed in response to specific comments in Part 6 of the Comment 
Response Document. 

Finally, the suggestion in your letter that EPA has "fail[ ed] to disclose its methodologies" for 
calculating the flue gas desulfurization (FGD) wastewater limits is inaccurate. The 
methodologies EPA used to calculate the effluent limitations for FGD wastewater are carefully 
described in the Section 13 and Appendix B ofthe TDD. EPA's data and methodologies are also 
explained elsewhere in the record, including in the "Statistical Support Document: Effluent 
Limitations for FGD Wastewater, Gasification Wastewater, and Combustion Residual Leachate 
for the Final Steam Electric Power Generating Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards," 

- 2-
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DCN SE05733, EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-6430, and in response to specific comments in 
Comment Code 31 in the Comment Response Document. 

In compiling the record for this Rule, EPA balanced the privacy claims of steam electric power 
generating facilities, as well as vendors and others who provided EPA valuable data, with its 
commitment to a transparent and accountable rulemaking process. Although EPA did not 
disclose every docwnent submitted to the Agency in order to appropriately protect 
confidentiality, the thousands of documents accessible in the public record provide ample 
explanation of the Agency's decisions. 

In light of the robust public record for this Rule, there is no reason to defer litigation over it. 
Now that the period for filing petitions for review has concluded, EPA plans to file a certified 
index to the record. The Agency hopes that challenges can proceed expeditiously in order to 
maximize both industry certainty and the Rule's benefits to public health and the environment. 

Sincerely, 

Av1" ~ ;f !li{ ~ ctt-
Martin F. McDermott, Trial Attorney 

-3-
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To: Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Kreutzer, David[kreutzer.david@epa.gov]; 
Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.gov]; Sugiyama, George[sugiyama.george@epa.gov] 
From: Bromberg, Kevin L. 
Sent: Fri 3/24/2017 9:13:30 PM 
Subject: Steam Electric Utility (Water Pollution- predominantly Coal Fired Powerplants) Petition for 
Reconsideration 

From: Potter, Barbara [mailto:bpotter@hunton.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 2:25PM 
To: Bromberg, Kevin L. 
Cc: Johnson, Harry M. ("Pete"); Bulleit, Kristy; Aldridge, Elizabeth 
Subject: Petition for Reconsideration 

Mr. Bromberg, per Kristy Bulleit's request, attached is the Utility Water Act Group's 
Petition for Reconsideration of EPA's Final Rule for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, which has 
been e-mailed to EPA Administrator Pruitt today. 

Barbara Potter 
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Administrative Law Specialist 

p 804.788.8247 
f 804.788.8218 

Hunton & Williams LLP 
Riverfront Plaza, East Tower 
951 East Byrd Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 

This communication is confidential and is intended to be privileged pursuant to applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended 
recipient, please advise by return email immediately and then delete this message and all copies and backups thereof. 
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To: 
From: 

Dalbey, Matthew[Dalbey.Matthew@epa.gov]; Tejada, Matthew[Tejada.Matthew@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 

Sent: Fri 9/15/2017 5:01 :39 PM 
Subject: Fwd: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Hey guys- can you look into this and discuss with me? Would like to to read some of his stuff 
and let me know your thoughts. 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Derrick Hollie" 
To: "Dravis, Samantha" 
Subject: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Samantha, 

It was a pleasure meeting yesterday at the A TR Coalitions meeting. FYI- spoke with 
Hubbel Relat this morning and he says "hi" and to let you know we've been working 
together. 

Following up on our conversation about Secretary Pruitt's new direction on energy policy 
for our country. Our messages are aligned and I wanted to let you know what Reaching 
America has been doing regarding Energy and Energy Poverty. We've been able to 
humanize energy and the importance of fossil fuels to our country. 

Founded in 2015, Reaching America is a 50l(c)(4) addressing complex social issues 
impacting the African American community. We're focused on solutions that makes sense 
for a more united America. Our nation is divided right now with racial tension elevated to 
levels we experienced in the sixties and seventies. Reaching America has positioned itself 
as a leader in addressing issues affecting African Americans in our country including 
Energy and Energy Poverty, Education, Criminal Justice Reform, Occupational Licensing 
Reform and Community Relations. We accomplish this by utilizing grass root efforts, social 
media, traditional media and PR. 
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Over the past several months we've done education and outreach events around the impact 
of Energy Poverty in the African American Community. These events include panel 
discussions on how the right mix of energy including fossil fuels can improve people's 
lives. The message continues to be well received and through polling we've seen firsthand 
people's attitude and perception change about fossil fuels. 

Attached is a :60 radio spot that addresses energy poverty and the abundance of affordable 
and reliable energy we have in America. The radio spot has aired in several markets 
including Atlanta GA, Richmond VA and Orlando FL. 

Below are links to op-eds written by Reaching America on Energy. 

The Huffington Post "Withdrawing From The Paris Climate Accord Helps Low-Income 
and Minority Americans" 

The Huffington Post "An Ethanol Mandate Increase Would Be Bad News For Black 
America". I also testified at the EPA hearing in July about the unintended consequences 
associated with an ethanol increase. 
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The Springfield News Gazette "Protecting Missouri's Poor From Energy Poverty" This op
ed was picked up by other outlets including the Indy Star, the Des Moines Registry and 
Knoxville News Sentinel. This shows Energy Poverty does not have a color and impacts 
every community. 

Thank you for your time and look forward to discussing how we can continue educating 
Americans on policies that will make our country energy independent. 

Regards, 

Derrick Hollie 

President 

Reaching America 

301-523-8559 direct 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009189-00003 



17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009189-00004 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Graham, Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Fri 9/15/2017 4:45:36 PM 
Fwd: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Who is doing coalitions outreach for us right now? Please reach out to this individual and get 
him plugged in. 

Thank you! 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Derrick Hollie" 
To: "Dravis, Samantha" 
Subject: ATR Coalitions Meeting/ Reaching America 

Samantha, 

It was a pleasure meeting yesterday at the A TR Coalitions meeting. FYI- spoke with 
Hubbel Relat this morning and he says "hi" and to let you know we've been working 
together. 

Following up on our conversation about Secretary Pruitt's new direction on energy policy 
for our country. Our messages are aligned and I wanted to let you know what Reaching 
America has been doing regarding Energy and Energy Poverty. We've been able to 
humanize energy and the importance of fossil fuels to our country. 

Founded in 2015, Reaching America is a 50l(c)(4) addressing complex social issues 
impacting the African American community. We're focused on solutions that makes sense 
for a more united America. Our nation is divided right now with racial tension elevated to 
levels we experienced in the sixties and seventies. Reaching America has positioned itself 
as a leader in addressing issues affecting African Americans in our country including 
Energy and Energy Poverty, Education, Criminal Justice Reform, Occupational Licensing 
Reform and Community Relations. We accomplish this by utilizing grass root efforts, social 
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media, traditional media and PR. 

Over the past several months we've done education and outreach events around the impact 
of Energy Poverty in the African American Community. These events include panel 
discussions on how the right mix of energy including fossil fuels can improve people's 
lives. The message continues to be well received and through polling we've seen firsthand 
people's attitude and perception change about fossil fuels. 

Attached is a :60 radio spot that addresses energy poverty and the abundance of affordable 
and reliable energy we have in America. The radio spot has aired in several markets 
including Atlanta GA, Richmond VA and Orlando FL. 

Below are links to op-eds written by Reaching America on Energy. 

The Huffington Post "Withdrawing From The Paris Climate Accord Helps Low-Income 
and Minority Americans" 

The Huffington Post "An Ethanol Mandate Increase Would Be Bad News For Black 
America". I also testified at the EPA hearing in July about the unintended consequences 
associated with an ethanol increase. 
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The Springfield News Gazette "Protecting Missouri's Poor From Energy Poverty" This op
ed was picked up by other outlets including the Indy Star, the Des Moines Registry and 
Knoxville News Sentinel. This shows Energy Poverty does not have a color and impacts 
every community. 

Thank you for your time and look forward to discussing how we can continue educating 
Americans on policies that will make our country energy independent. 

Regards, 

Derrick Hollie 

President 

Reaching America 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_001523_00009192-00003 



301-523-8559 direct 
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To: Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Sun 3/26/2017 9:24:01 PM 
Subject: FW: Steam Electric Utility (Water Pollution- predominantly Coal Fired Powerplants) Petition 
for Reconsideration 

Another item to discuss- we need to stay these compliance deadlines. 

From: Bromberg, Kevin L. [ mailto:kevin.bromberg@sba.gov] 
Sent: Friday, March 24,2017 5:14PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Kreutzer, David 
<kreutzer.david@epa.gov>; Brown, Byron <brown.byron@epa.gov>; Sugiyama, George 
<sugiyama.george@epa.gov> 
Subject: Steam Electric Utility (Water Pollution - predominantly Coal Fired Powerplants) 
Petition for Reconsideration 

From: Potter, Barbara L'-'-"====-'-"~===!.!.1 
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 2:25PM 
To: Bromberg, Kevin L. 
Cc: Johnson, Harry M. ("Pete"); Bulleit, Kristy; Aldridge, Elizabeth 
Subject: Petition for Reconsideration 
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Mr. Bromberg, per Kristy Bulleit's request, attached is the Utility Water Act Group's 
Petition for Reconsideration of EPA's Final Rule for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category, which has 
been e-mailed to EPA Administrator Pruitt today. 

t><.JBarbara Potter 

Administrative Law Specialist 

p 804.788.8247 
f 804.788.8218 

Hunton & Williams LLP 
Riverfront Plaza, East Tower 
951 East Byrd Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 

This communication is confidential and is intended to be privileged pursuant to applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended 
recipient, please advise by return email immediately and then delete this message and all copies and backups thereof. 
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To: Schwab, Justin[schwab.justin@epa.gov] 
From: Dravis, Samantha 
Sent: Wed 4/19/2017 7:48:15 PM 
Subject: FW: Subject: EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0500; Re-Submission of Petition for Reconsideration of 
the Cross-State Air Pollution Rule Update for the 2008 Ozone NAAQS 

From: megan.berge@bakerbotts.com [mailto:megan.berge@bakerbotts.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 3:03PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov> 
Cc: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; 
Leslie. Couvillion@B akerBotts. com 
Subject: Subject: EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0500; Re-Submission of Petition for Reconsideration 
of the Cross-State Air Pollution Rule Update for the 2008 Ozone NAAQS 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

Attached please find a petition by Western Farmers Electric Cooperative ("WFEC") for 
reconsideration of the final rule entitled "Cross-State Air Pollution Rule Update for the 2008 
Ozone NAAQS," Docket No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0500, 81 Fed. Reg. 74,504 (Oct. 26, 2016). 
The attached petition and appendices were submitted to the prior administration on December 
22, 2016, within the time period specified in the Clean Air Act. 

Given that the 2017 ozone season is set to begin in May, WFEC must begin making decisions 
about purchasing allowances and taking other actions to comply with the regulation. WFEC's 
requested relief in its petition includes re-allocation of allowances to its Anadarko Plant units and 
re-calculation of Oklahoma's state budget. WFEC would appreciate any clarity you or your team 
can provide on EPA's intention to act on the petition. 

A hard copy of the petition, along with a CO-Rom containing both PDF and Excel versions of the 
appendices, also is being sent to EPA via first-class USPS mail. 

Respectfully, 

Megan 
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Megan Heuberger Berge 
Partner 

The Warner 11299 Pennsylvania Ave., NW I Washington, DC 20004 
1.202.639.1308 (direct) 11.202.256.0827 (cell) 

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA- 6/22 Production ED_ 001523 _ 00009200-00002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

lnge, Carolyn[lnge.Carolyn@epa.gov] 
Dravis, Samantha 
Thur 3/16/2017 4:17:43 PM 
FW: Sector Performance Report 

Is there a large color printer you can print this on? 

It's a big document. 

From: Paul Balserak [mailto:pbalserak@steel.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 12:14 PM 
To: Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kime, Robin <Kime.Robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Sector Performance Report 

Hi Samantha, 

Tom Gibson asked me to follow-up with you regarding yesterday's meeting. Attached please 
find the 2008 Sector Performance Report that you all discussed. If you have any questions at all, 
don't hesitate to let me know. 

Best regards, 

Paul 

Paul Balserak 
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